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have given away immense quantities of the public 
lands to the soldiers of the country—those who 
have been engaged in the service of the country. 
You have given them million on million of acres. 
And, sir, before the Iowa land bill was passed, 


the warrants which issued under the act of 1855 | 


to those soldiers would command in this market 
from $1 05 to $1 12 per acre. 
ig the condition, and what is the 


a of these | 
warrants? They are in the hands Of those whom 


Congress wished to benefit. They were issued 
+o those who had gone into the military service 
of the country. And when you passed the lowa 


iand bill, the land offices in that State are closed | 
yntil these railroad donations can be set apart. 
You pass another and another of these bills, and 


asfastas you pass them youclose your land offices 
und say to these soldiers—to their widows, and 
to their minor children—to whom you have 
issued these land warrants, ‘* You cannot go 
there. The railroad isa privileged claimant. The 
State made the railroad, and it will not be satisfied 


Now, sir, what | 


| the public lands. 


with a quarter section of land—it will not be | 
satisfied with a section; and you, who were in | 


the front rank when your country called, in the 


hour of danger and of peril, must stand back | 


yntil these cormorant corporations shall be sat- 
isfied, and shall have their portions set apart.” 
Now, sir, since these bills have passed, what 


effect has been produced on the land warrants | 


issued to these soldiers, and their widows and 
minor children ? Why, one denomination of them 
has fallen in this market from one dollar and six 
cents or one dollar and seven cents to eighty cents 
peracre. ‘Twenty-five cents on the acre has been 
the fall on the 
twenty acres. The eighty acre warrant, and the 
one hundred and sixty acre warrant, which com- 
mended from one dollar and ten cents to one dollar 
and fifteen cents per acre in this market, are now 
down to ninety cents per acre; and how much 


further they may depreciate Ido not know. But, | 


sir, the greater the depreciation the better for the 
capitalists of the country. When these land war- 


rants shall go down to thirty, or forty, or fifty, || 


or sixty cents per acre, then comes the capitalist, 
and invests his money in them. After these rail- 
roads shall have had their portions set apart, the 
reserved sections will be again offered at public 
sale in the market, and those which do not bring 
two dollars and fifty cents shall go over, and after 
that be subject to private entry at two dollars and 
fifty cents per acre. 

Now, sir, the land warrants issued under the 


acts of 1847, 1850, and 1852, can be used in the | 


entering of lands heretofore reserved along the 


peracre. The person having a warrant issued 
for services in the Mexican war, or under the 
acts of 1850 or 1852, can go along one of the lines 


of these roads where the lands are held at two | 


dollars and fifty cents per acre, and by giving a 
one hundred and sixty acre warrant, and two 
hundred dollars, he can enter a quarter section of 
land. But these warrants that are now in the 
country, and that are being daily issued by the 
hundred to the soldiers, and their representatives 
entitled to them, cannot be used in that way. 
They are not available in that way. They can 
only be used in the entering and location of land 


subject to private entry at one dollar and twenty | 


sfive cents per acreor less. But when these lands 
shall have gotten to their lowest price, and shall 
have gotten into the hands of the capitalists of 
the country, then I should not be surprised to 
‘knd in this Congress a proposition to place these 
Warrants on the same footing as the warrants is- 
sued under the acts‘of 1847, 1850, and 1852, to 
make them available in entering on the sections 
reserved at two dollars and fifty cents*per acre; 
and I now here give notice that I shall oppose 
any such thing. But I would make them avail- 
able in the hands of the soldier, or his widow, or 
children, to whom they are issued. And, sir, I 
will go further than that: I will vote here for a 
ill authorizing any person entitled to a land war- 


rant, under that act of 1855, te take instead the '! your lands and can alone make them valuable, |! 


84 


warrants of one hundred and | 





\| sir, I think that I wouk 
railroad lines at one dollar and twenty-five cents | 
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money at the rate of one dollar and twenty-five 
cents per acre. 

Mr. THORINGTON. [I would inform the 
gentleman that I introduced ill this morning, 
having in view the proposition he mentions. _ 

Mr. JONES. Then I say I should be willing 
to give the holders of land warrants, under the 
act of 1855, that privilege while the warrants are 
in the hands of the persons to whom they were 
issued; but 1 will go against giving it to persons 
who are buying them up at less than $1 25 per 
acre. I will go with the gentleman from lowa, 
or with any other gentleman in the House, fora 
bill to pay to those who receive warrants from the 
Treasury the price of them in money. It would 
be a better disposition of them. 

Now, I have said that this is one of the means, 
and the most successful one, for ¢etting clear of 
the public lands. 1 regret that any man in this 
whole country who gets into Congress should 
ever be bitten by the mania of getting clear of 
1 for one do not wish to get 
clear of them any faster or more rapidly than the 
agricultural wants of the country require. They 
must be held by some power, or by some capital- 
ists, until the agricultural wants of the country 
require them. You may give them to the State, 


| or you may sell them in the market, and concen- 
trate them in the hands of capitalists. I have no | 
objection to capitalists, but I have objection to | 


this Government putting it in their power to ex- 
tort from the great body of the people what they 
cannot live without—the land. 


rm * . | 
Then, sir, Lsay, you may give them away to 


the State; you may give them to railroads; you 
may put them in the market, and let them con- 


| centrate in the hands of capitalists; but do you 
| by that act increase the people? You do not, by 


thus getting rid of your land, increase the number 
of persons who are to settle and to cultivate them. 


Then they must be held either by the Govern- | 
ment, by the States to which you give them, by | 


railroads, or by capitalists—into whatever hands 
they may happen to get—until they are wanted 
for agricultural purposes. If I had my will with 
respect to these public lands, I would repeal all 
your laws offering them at public sale. I would 
never allow another acre of the public lands to be 
sold to the highest bidder. I would, in the first 
lace, repeal all such laws authorizing them to 
be thus sold. I would then provide by law for 
their being entered, in limited parcels,Ay actual 
settlers, at the lowest price at which the Govern- 
ment can sell them and be reimbursed the amount 
which they cost, or an approximation to it. 
be enhancing the inter- 
est and welfare of that great class of persons in 
this country who earn their bread by tilling the 
earth; and in doing that we would be contributing 
to the greatness, the prosperity, the glory of this 
great country. 


Now, Mr. Speaker, there is one point which | 


I have touched upon which, could this House 
see it in the light in which I see it, and could the 


people of this country view it as I do, never | 


again would an alternate-section railroad bill _— 
this House. I say, sir, that, as objectionable as 
these bills are in their general and in their several 
provisions, there is no one feature of them more 
obnoxious or more objectionable to me than that 
provision of the bill which raises the reserved 


| section from $1 25 to $250 per acre, under the 


pretext, under the assumption, that you thereby 
indemnify the Government from loss in the giving 
away of these lands—under the assumption that 
by giving away one half and selling the reserved 


half at double the price which it would have been | 
sold at before, that the Government gets as much | 
Is not that an additional tax on the | 


money. 


people who pay $2 50, instead of $1 25, for each 
acre, for the benefit of the railroad? I, then, 


sir, ask the advocates of these bills—leaving out | 


of the question the power of this Government 


| to make railroads—is it right, is it just, that you | 


should thus tax the labor of the country—the 


| agriculturists of the country—those who bu 


Then, | 
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| and make them productive for the benefit of those 
who ** toil not, neither do they spin?” 
Now, Mr. Speaker, the gentleman said on yes- 
terday that the principle on which these bills 
are based was well understood. The principle 
on which they were first started is understood, I 
grant. At first, as I have before stated, these 
bills were urged because the construction of the 
railroads asked for ran through a prairie coun- 
try, which, from a waste, would be settled and 
brougket into cultivation. Without the roads it 
was urged the lands would be very slowly, if ever, 
brought into market. That was the’ principle 
then; but what is the principle now? On what 
ground was the Florida bill urged? What areu- 
ment was made in the case of the Alabama bill? 
What reasons are advanced in favor of this Louis- 
iana bill? A portion of the latter State has been 
in this Confederacy for fifty years. A road is to 
run through the country w hich lies broadside to 
my district. The alternate sections have been 
granted with that view. Now, sir, right of way 
and alternate sections are given to roads which 
are nearly completed, and on which cars have 
been running for months. 
Mr. LETCHER. Where? 
Mr. JONES. Alabama. 
Mr. LETCHER. That was by the bill we 
passed the other day? 
| Mr. JONES. Yes, sir; I allude to the Mem- 
phis and Charleston road. The right of way 
and alternate sections are granted. It intersects 
the Nashville and Chattanooga road at Stevenson, 
and from thence te Memphis. The chia have 
been running for some months to Tuscumbia, in 
Alabama, within twenty or thirty miles of the 
Mississippi line. 
Did that road want the right of way: The 
| lands in that country have been offered for sale 
since 1818. The country has been settled for 
forty odd years; it was settled during the late war. 
It was a part of the Mississippi Territory, and 
many of the lands there are what we consider 
worn out. Last session I did what I could with 
others to secure the passage of the graduation act. 
Why? Because it was for those for whose ben- 
efit the public lands ought to be disposed of. 
Lands in market, and unsold for thirty years, 
under that bill can be bought for twelve and a 
half cents per acre. Much of the land through 
which the road runs has been in market at that 
price. 
Now, under the bill passed the other day, the 
price of reserved sections is advanced from twelve 
and a half, or twenty-five, or fifty cents to $2 50 
per acre. Will the running of this road through 
those lands enhance their value to that extent? 
Will it enhance at all the worthless lands that are 
there? On what ground is the present bill based ? 
Is it becausé it enhances the value of the remain- 
| ing public lands in Louisiana? A great portion 
of the lands in that, as well as in other States, 
has been transferred from the General Govern- 
ment to those States under the swamp land act. 
Now, these roads are to be run, and ‘he right of 
way and alternate sections of worthless land, 
which has been in market for years, are to be 
eranted; and Jands, unfit for cultivation, are to 
| be advanced in price from twelve and a half cents 
per acre to $2 50 per acre. I would vote for a 
provision that would cut down these alternate 
| sections from $2 50 to $1 25, and let them be 
| entered, in limited parcels, by actual settlers; 
but do not tax the men who are to cultivate the 
|| public land. If they are taxed $2 50 acre, 

then, besides the quarter section, give them, as I 
suggested a while ago, a $200 certificate each of 
stock in the road. 

In compliance with my promise, I renew the 
call for the previous question. 


SNROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported that that committee had 
examined and found truly enrolled bills of the 
|| following titles: 

An act for the relief of John Crawford; and 
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graw; : 
When the Speaker signed the same. 


LOUISIANA LAND BILL—AGAIN. 


Mr. THORINGTON. The gentleman from 
Tennessee said that Iowa, by the late bill, ob- 
tained four millions of acres of the public land; 
and I now ask that he withdraw the call for the | 
yrevious question that [ may explain the matter. 

Mr. COBB. That has been explained. 

Mr. JONES. The gentlemanfrom New York 
authorizes me to withdraw the call for the previ- | 
ous question. 

Mr. CUMBACK. I do not propose to detain 
the House at any great length with the discus- 
sion of this question. 

Mr. BENNETT. The gentleman from Ohio 
[Mr. Warson] said he would ipsist on the con- 
sideration of the Nebraska contested-clection 
case. That is a privileged question, and will cut 
off action on this bill if it be pressed. I asked the 
gentleman from Tennessee to withdraw the mo- 
tion for the previous question, in order that 1 
micht make a motion to recommit this bill. 

Mr. CUMBACK. I know the gentleman from. 
Ohio will allow me to say to-day what I have to 
say on this question. I have tried to get the 
floor upon each one of these bills to make a few 
remarks; and I ask the gentleman from New 
York to allow me to say what I have to say 
now. 

Mr. BENNETT. Ihave no objection. I only 
wantto make the motion to recommit. 

Mr.CUMBACK. Mr. Speaker, by the gracious 
and unexpected indulgence of the Committee on 
Public Lands Lam permitted to say a word or two 
in opposition to those land bills, and to the bill be- 
fore the House now for consideration. [ am actu- 
ated by no party spiritor sectional consideration in 
rising td urge objection to the bill making this 
grant to Louisiana. I voted against the grant 
to lowa, Wisconsin,and Michigan, as well as to 
Florida and Alabama. If I could be persuaded 
the principle of disposing of the public domain 
in this manner was correct, | would as soon vote 
a grant to one State as to another, wherever it 
might beasked. I therefore choose this opportu- 
nity because it is the only one that has been 
afforded me to briefly submit my views on the 
policy recently inaugurated into the legislation of | 
the country, by taking the land from the hardy 
settler and giving it over to railroad corporations, 
But permit me to say, first, that lam opposed to 
the mode in which the House have chosen to pass 
these bills. They have rarely been printed that 
they could be seen, and when offered they have 
been put through in hot haste, under the whip and 
spur of the previous question, and thus millions 
after millions of the public lands have been voted 
away, and no investigation has been had, and no 
man has before this time been permitted to raise 
his voice against it, or place the true character of 
these grants upon the record. Icansee no reason 
whatever for this line of policy. It may be, per- | 
haps, found in the suggestion of the honorable | 


THE CO 
An ae thie relief of William M. F..Ma- Y selections, these corporations will absorb about | 


| indeed, the whole grant and the location of the 


all the public lands in that part of the State; and, | 


roads under that bill seem to have more of an 


| 


| eye for the public lands,as a matter of specula- | 


tion for these corporations and land jobbers, than | 


for the interests of the State of Iowa. 


| gentleman. 


Mr. THORINGTON. I wish to correct the 


Mr. CUMBACK. 1 will yield to him for that | 
purpose, as I do gt desire to be incorrect. 

Mr. THORINGTON. I have before mea bill | 
reported in conformity to the resolutions of the | 
State of lowa. The gentleman says that there | 
are but two roads asked for. Here are three. | 


| 
} 
| 
| 


Mr. CUMBACK. Not four? 
Mr. THORINGTON. Not four, but three. 
Mr. CUMBACK. I wish the honorable gen- 


tleman to answer this question: whether his State, 


| mistaken. 


| discussion then had I have no doubt I will be 


| was gotten through this House, that ‘* the determ- 


member from Tennessee, [Mr. Jones,] who has || 


been permitted to say a word or two, that when 


these bills have been discussed in former Con- |) 


gresses they have in most instances failed. 

Sir, if these bills are right,and this move of 
legislation based on correct principles, no harm 
will be done by investigation; but if they will not 
bear investigation—if they cannot stand upon | 
their own merits, they ought not to mass. And I 


in their resolves, asked for more than two roads | 
in the petition from their Legislature ? 
Mr. THORINGTON. Yes, sir. 
Mr. CUMBACK. [have not seen the resolves | 
of the Legislature; but I think the gentleman is 
His authority for his statement isa 
former bill, and not the resolutions of the Legis- | 
lature. I happened to be in the Senate the other | 
day, after this Lowa bill had passed, and a discus- | 
sion was being had on the reconsideration of the 
vote passing it; and the Senator from Vermont 
{Mr. Foor] there stated, in the presence and in 
hearing of the Senators from Iowa, that the roads 
in this bill were not one of them located on any 
line asked for by the people of that State, and that | 
new lines were granted in addition to what they | 
wanted. It was not denied bythe Senators from 
lowa, who, having the biilimmediately under their | 
charge and keeping, were listening attentively to 
the remarks of the Senator from Vermont, as I | 
understood at that time; and by reference to the 


found to be correct. Why this has been done it 
seems to me itis difficult toexplain; and the Sen- 
ator from Lowa [Mr. Jones] might well remark, 
as he did in the discussion in the Senate when 
speaking about the manner in which that bill 


ination in the committee was, that they would, 
on introducing this bill, put it onits passage, and 
ask for the previous question, so as to cut off 
debate, because they believed that debate on that bill 
would be almost certain to defeat it, as it had always 
defeated every other similar bill, except the Illino's 
Central railroad and the bills for Missouri and 
Arkansas.’’ So much for that bill! 

Now, a word as to the Alabama bill. We have 
just learned, that in that case we have granted 
lands to aid in the construction of a railroad in 
that State, a large portion of which road is already 
constructed, with the cars running upon it. So 
says the member from Tennessee in the remarks 


he has just submitted. It occurs to me there were || 


strong reasons for the very limited discussion 
allowed by the Committee on Public Lands on 
that bill. Had its provisions come to light by a 


fair investigation, it would also have shared the | 
same sad fate that the Senator from lowa so | 


wisely concluded would have befallen his bill. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama. 
gentleman how much land Indiana got for internal 
improvements? One million six hundred thousand 


; acres, 


am sure that many of them would not have || 


passed had discussion been allowed. 
7 bill for an instance. That bill makes a 
heavy grant to four roads in the State, while the 
Legislature of Iowa, I understand, asked a grant | 
for but two. The Committee on Public Lands 
gave them twice as much as they wanted; and | 
think the 
line of these four roads where the people of 
Iowa have asked them to be located, but made 
rants to other and different roads entirely. 
‘his I cannot understand. I am unable to determ- 
ine how this committee understands what the | 
State of lowa wants better than she does her- 
self. Again, the two southern lines of these 
roads to which grants are made are at not more | 


as the railroad corporation has fifteen miles on 


Take the || 
| received a grant of land to ai 
|| of a canal, is no sufficient reason why I should 


have not located in their bill a single || 


| 


} 
| 
| 
than an average distance of thirty miles apart and | 
| 


Mr. CUMBACK. The gentleman has asked 


a question and answered it himself, whether cor- | 
/rectly or not I do not pretend to say. 


But I 
would say this in reply, that because Indiana, 
when the most of her territory was a wilderness, 
in the construction 


vote, as a Representative from that State, to give 


|| to Alabama a large grant of land to aid in the con- | 


struction of a road, the most of which has already 
been constructed without a grant. I would say 


| this further to the gentleman, that if my own 
State had within her borders a large amount of | 
Government lands, and it was here proposed to | 


take them away from the reach of the actual settler 


and the poor man, and hand them over to a soul- | 


less corporation, and allow that corporation to 
deal them out to him at their own terms, and at 
their own price, he would find me as hearty an 
opponent to the. scheme as if the corporation 
were in Alabama or Texas. I never would favor 
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|| Mr. MACE. The gentleman from 


I desire to ask the | 


May 2 
oo way ~8, 
| sooner than any other, if the measure wag »,, 
based on correct principles. = 
has somewhat anticipated the question Weems 
| to propound to my colleague. The Glens 
Government granted to the State of India; : 
without saying anything about alternate sections’ 
a sufficient quantity of land to construct the Jaree.. 
eanal in the world, beginning at the Ohio Z 
line and terminating at Evansville. Now, 7 
my colleague if it is right for the State of Indian 
to receive this grant, without any clause guarding 
the public Treasury by increasing the price of tj, 
remaining lands to $2 50 an acre; that grant beine 
the foundation of all the prosperity of India) 
and withou uch, perhaps, at this moment, w. 
should not ye a single railroad through ‘the 
State? If that was right—and it certainly w . 
| approved of by all Indiana, I ask him, in common 
justice, if it is not right to grant to the new States 
the lands which they now ask for the purpose of 
aiding in the construction of railroads instead 
canals? 
| Mr. CUMBACK. I have already answered 
| the question of my worthy colleague in the reply 


| 1 made to the member from Alabama. As to the 


} 


ask 





5 
la, 


of 


|| speech he has craftily put into his question, | 


would only say this, that this ‘largest canal jy 
the world’’ of which he speaks, and for which he 
| claimed so much, is not doing sufficient business 
| from Lafayette to Evansville to pay the tolls and 
| keep up the repairs, as I am informed. As to jt 
being the father of all the railroads, I wholly differ 
with him in all deference to his better judgmeut, 
and am puzzled to know how he arrived at that 
conclusion, and how it is that the roads that are 
running near to, and parallel with, the canal, or 
any of the roads in the State, are indebted for 
their existence to the grant made to this canal to 
aid in its construction, a good portion of which is 
almostentirely worthless? And should the scheme 
now on foot in our State succeed, and the Levis. 
lature of the State assume the debt of this canal, 
and the people of the State be taxed for the ben- 
efit of the brokers buying its bonds, they may 
not then regard this work as being such an im- 
petus to the prosperity of our people as does my 
colleague. Our railroads are built in Indiana, not 
by bounties showered upon the State by the Gen- 
eral Government, but by the indomitable will and 
untiring energy of our people. When thus con- 
structed in any State, they are made on such 
routes as the public wants demand, and not for 
the accommodation of land-jobbers. 

But it matters not, as I said before, what Indi- 
ana has received, or any, other State, in donations 
of public lands for the benefit of corporations. 
| The question is, is it right in itself, and does this 
| line of policy subserve the best interests of the 
| country ? 

Sir, we passed a bounty land law giving a land 
warrant to every man who had served in te 
‘| army in any capacity for fourteen days. We 
| have amended that act this session, extending the 
'| operations of that act, and including a class of 
soldiers which were excluded by the act of the 
last Congress. That act gladdened the heart of 
many a poor widow and orphan child of the 
men who had served their country, and had died 
‘| unrewarded for the serviee they had rendered her 
'|in the days of her peril. These persons have 
|| employed agents to procure their warrants, and 
|| before they are issued, and while it is being done, 
| we are engaged in transferring the lands in lowa, 
| Wisconsin, Michigan, and Minnesota, where they 
|| hoped to have these land warrants located, to 
these corporations, and are putting them beyond 
the reach of their warrants; and the consequence 
is, that the price of their warrants have already, 
depreciated twenty per cent., and will come down 
much lower yet if all these bills pass the Senate, 
so that they will not pay the old soldier, or those 
whom he has left to represent him, for the trouble 
and expense of obtaining them. {[ confess I can 
see no consistency in this sort of legislation. 

But it is urged ‘that these roads, built through 
the western wilds, will raise the price of public 
lands. So they may; but I take that to be argu- 
ment against these grants rather than in their 
‘| favor. The lands are too high now, at the Gov- 
| ernment price, for the poor man to purchase them 
in many cases. I think that the best method of 
disposing of these lands would be to put them at 














each side of the road out of which to make their (| any measure for the benefit of our own State || such a price as will pay the General Government 
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‘he expense of bringing them into the market, and | thus to take the public lands from the actual set- The SPEAKER. There is not. There was 
ma -jiing them only to the actual settler. Itis not the tler, and turn them over to landed monopolies. || no quorum, and the motion was not entertained. 
led rich man that opens up the forest, and makes the || Mr. BENNETT obtained the floor. Mr. PHELPS. I submitted a motion that 
ral wilderness to bud and blossom, and extends the || Mr. GALLOWAY. I rise to a question of || there be acallof the House. The yeas and nays 
n ‘ward march of civilization. ‘This important | order. The gentleman from New York has || were ordered. The gentleman from Virginia 
. onws . . . ot . : ‘ : 
ns, work 1s not committed to the sons of luxury, | spoken once this morning on this subject. moved to lay the billenthetable. The question 
r st _oalth, and ease, but itisthe hardy yeoman, who, | Mr. BENNETT. Ido not want to speak now. || of order was raised that as, on the previous vote, 
ile . th his few dollars, seeks the West to procure for || I rise for the purpose of moving the previous || no quorum appe ared, the motion could not be 
ask mself ahome. It is these men who produce | question on this bil. I will waive all reply, | entertained. 
ana these ereat changes and work out such grand re- || although [ would like to answer the gentlemen The SPEAKER. Such is the fact. 
ino jrg-—that have made our country expand with from Tennessee and from Indiana, [ Messrs. Jonrs Mr. JONES. Let the motion be made that the 
the » rapidity that has astonished the world, and is | and Cumpack.}] I move the previous question. bill be recommitted, and that will keep it before 
_ GQ - . : o ° | rea ~ Y , 
ing unequaled in the history of nations. For these |} Mr. JONES. The gentleman from New York || the House. 
ha, men we pass na laws to encourage them onin their | had the floor, reported the bill, and made a few The previous question was seconded. 
We toils, but have for some weeks past been closing | remarks. ‘The rule is, that no gentleman shall ENROLLED BILLS. 
the the doors of the land offices in their faces when || speak twice while another desires to speak. _ Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on En- 
wag about to purchase their homes, and compel them || _The SPEAKER. The gentleman from New | rolled Bills, reported that that committee had 
non to wait until these merciless land jobbing compa- || York is entitled to the floor, and the Chair ac- | examined and found truly enrolled, bills of the 
ules nies have selected their grants, and speculators || corded it to him. He is not entitled to the floor || following titles: 
eof have entered the balance, and put these poor men |} to address the House on this question, but he is An act for the relief of John S. Pendleton: and 
ld + ‘ . - Py . . e J , 
] of in the hands of men whose ‘‘ tender mercies are | entitled to it for the purpose of making a motion. An act for the relief of Emma Bidamon; 
cruel.’ You compel him to purchase his land |} There are such precedents in the House, and When the Speaker signed the same. 
Te of the incorporated companies who have neither || they are well-founded in principle. Mr. MILLER, of Indiana. I move to recon- 
‘ply bodies to die or souls to damn [laughter] at the | Mr. COBB, of Alabama, called for tellers on | sider the vote by which the bill to continue the 
the terms they propose. What has become of the || seconding the call for the previous question. land office at Vincennes, Indiana, and also at 
n, I cry of ‘land for the landless,’’ and ** homes for Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Harris of Dubuque, Iowa, and to ascertain and adjust the 
lin the homeless,’’ on which politicians were ringing || Alabama, and Eustis, were appointed. titles to certain landsin the States of Indiana and 
ihe so many poetic changes but a short time since? || The House divided; and the tellers reported— || Jjjinois, formerly included within the Vincennes 
less Better far adopt this ‘* homestead’ ypolicy than || ayes 57, noes 39—no quorum voting. | land district, was referred to the Committee on 
and pursue the course we are now pursuing. || Mr. PHELPS moved a call of the House. Public Lands. I make the motion now that it 
to it But, again, in making these large grants to || Mr. LETCHER. I move to lay the bill upon || may be entered on the Journal. 
iffer these roads we hinder and delay, for the time being || the table; and on that motion I ask for the yeas Mr. SAGE. I move that the House do now 
eit, atleast, the other roads in the same State thatare || and nays. | adjourn. 
that being constructed by individual enterprise to meet || Mr. PHELPS. I rise to a question of order. || "Pye question was taken; and it was decided in 
are the public wants. With this bounty, a railroad || The motion submitted by the gentleman from || the negative. there being, on a division—ayes 42, 
, or corporation can go into the market and undersell || Virginia cannot be entertained, as the House has | noes 81. 
. i ll « = . 1 . ’ 
lor all other bonds, and command money paces || just found itself without a quorum. There are | So the House refused to adjourn. 
t ] ' . en + > ste s<¢ 1c | , i ; . > , > ; ns ‘ 
al to and labor, not being subject a the Coege ne ~ —_ two motions in order when weg sm or LOUISIANA LAND BILL—AGAIN. 
ch is opointments incide » other roads, ¢ reak || there is no quorum present—a motion for a call || . 
ppomntme nts Ane dent te other roads, an rea \| there 1s 1 P é n é The main question was ordered to be now put, 
eme them down. The eredit of the road being good, || of the House, and a motion to adjourn. aie , 
z , . 55 tho SPRAKER . Mr. CRAIGE. I move that the bill be laid on 
ol the lands donated need not be put into the market || The SPEAKER. If there be no quorum, the } , 
: ; |] : “ “1 oa cee 5 - || the table; and on that motion call for the yeas 
inal, tonee, but are held back until the corporators || motion of the gentleman from Virginia is not in and nays 
ben- »>make and fortune ’ the s they || appears fr »€ at there i » OI on, 
- may make “~ a aphe out " the . " - y || = ca | nore from the count that there is no | "Phe weaned weve were tet enteeed: 
lay , se 1e » grants ade hereto- || r resent. aT TON : —r 
Ps for ms ns fici ” t adel > build th aa i Mr LETCHER I move that the House do Mr. STANTON. I rise to a privileged ques- 
me ha ee “ae _ i _ yi a _ a FT asl annie — ; — tion. Il move that when the House adjourns to- 
my tto e . » proceeds > or Ss | ¢ ¢ rn. - ~ 
it to equip it trom the proceeds of the grants, || no’ . ‘ morrow, it be to meet on Monday next. 
, hot and have a large surplus of public lands left,and || The motion was disagreed to. The SPEAKER. The motion is not a privi- 
Ure l= are t s ke ) F ‘ cet s ’ ivati —— ’ 7 5a . AE an : 7 . ad 4 . au L & 
co a er % = of market and ae con-|| Mr. PHELPS. I d mand tellers on the Mo- || jeged one. It would be if it were that when the 
an seque r arrangeme ° as ¢ ‘ re he a ec: » 30 ; : 
: seque nt y, by this a nt so long as : may || tion that there be a call of the House. | Slee adjourns to-day, it be to meet on some 
on- be te ‘res , Pi 3 ‘ . - 
\ . ee interest of i 1€ ee to do so. Mr. LETCHER. I call for the yeas and nays. || certain day. 
such roly es ic 1 j Bo * } oe ‘ 
ie Surely this pia g00e a aC if — || ‘The yeas and nays were ordered. | Mr. COBB, of Alabama. The motion made by 
I wT nie rte >» ° . e . 
t But, sir, | do not wish 7 - tain the os Y || The question was taken; and it was decided || the gentleman is clearly out of order. 
Ind a ager Seveeeers <a a re hich || i the negative—yeas 45, nays 92; as follows: Mr. STANTON. I withdraw the motion, as 
idl- thatit may not pass, and that the other bills which | 
tions a in rar Ai ae yrt d fj ym the Committee || YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Henry Bennett, Bowie, Burnett, gentlemen on the other side seem to be opposed 
pe c re, ye herea er report rom the mmiuttee on || Cadwalader, John P. Campbell, Ezra Clark, Colfax, Cox, to it. . 
ws Public Lands, of like character, may be defeated. || Crawford, Day, Dean, Dodd, Edie, Emrie, Eustis, Florence, Mr. SAGE. I re t] he H »do n 
’ , ; . wt . Nr. SAGIs. move that the ouse do now 
3 this We will soon have closed every land office in the |} J. Morrison Harris, Haven, Hickman, Hoffmar, Valentine aiid ion call fi ret 
Fee ; tee “tiga ; || B. Horton. George W. Jones. Kennett. Knapp. Lindley, || 24journ; and on that motion call for the yeas and 
f the country, if this line of policy 1s further pursued. - Horton, Georg ‘ ’ aw? ees ssaneney 9 oor ; 
We have already shut the settle t of lowa and || Humphrey Marshall, Maxwell, Smith Miller, Murray, || nays. 
— /¢ have already shut the settler out of Lowa an || Andrew Oliver, Parker, Pettit, Phelps, Pringle, Puryear, ||} ‘The yeas and nays were not ordered. 
lant Wisconsin. The offices will soon be closed in 


, : v | Quitman, Robbins, Ruffin, Sage, Underwood, Wakeman, Mr. SAGE. I demand tellers. 
1 bie Michigan; anda project will soon be before us to || Walbridge, Winslow, and Daniel B. Wright—45. 


We 


close them in Minnesota. Where can the settler 





NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Allen, Allison, Barbour, Barks- 





Tellers were not ordered. 


17 the > his } ‘ | sold; \| dale, Benson, Billinghurst, Bingham, Bliss, Bradshaw, The question was taken, and the House re- 
ae how go to purchase us home, or the soldier to || Branch, Brenton, Brooks, Buflinton, Burlingame, James || fused to adjourn. 
“ - locate his warrant? He must stand back until |» H. Campbell, Caruthers, Chaffee, Clingman, Williamson || The question was then taken on Mr. Cratcr’s 
f the hese ¢ i > . W. Cobb, € s, Covode, Craige, Cumback, Davidson, || os = ; ; 
a f these corporations are accommodated, and then, | BR. W. Cobb. ¢ » Diek a Dow i meee E aos oa motion, and the House refused to lay the bill on 
urt of perha os, the price of the land is beyond his reach, || rimothy Davis, Dick, Dickson, Dowdell, Durfee, Edwards, 
f the and Meow sober . rear “|| Evans, Flagler, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Galloway. Granger, || the table. 
lied and he “ turned away, while the corporations | Grow, Sampson W. Harris, Harrison, Herbert, Holloway, The substitute proposed by the committee was 
ys are growing rich and powerful with Government | Hughston, Kelsey, Knight, Knowlton, Kunkel, take: | ical ten emiiiee 
d her ie ,etcher, N en, Killian Miller, Millward, Morgan 7 so Siac asia 
—. i ree iehota, Peck. Pelton, Perry, Pike: Porer: Rite: || Mr.LETCHER. I demand the yeas and nays 
have Mr. Speaker, Iam glad that the principle of || Morrill, Nichols, Peck, Pelton, Perry, Pike, Porter, Rivers, 
and air = Pan g . P || Roberts, Sandidge, Sapp, Scott, Shorter, William Smith, || on the substitute, 
— these bills and their passage cannot be charged || William R. Smith, Stewart, Stranahan, Swope, Talbott, || The yeas and nays were ordered. 
_ against this side of the House. No party will || Tappan, Taylor, Thorington, Thureton, Todd, ewer Mr. TRIPPE t will take hours more to pass 
owa, claim it as i i > e the e || Trippe, ‘Tyson, Waldron, Walker, Warner, Cadwalader C. aa oe 
o they aha - its a. whenit gd oma une ewe {| Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watkins, Watson, Welch, | this bill. I move that the House do now adjourn. 
at Q © SO FORGOT GH GOCOURE OF its COlNgSs Here. || Wells, Williams, Wood, Woodruff, and Woodworth—92. || ‘The question was taken, and the House refused 
ad, to Sir, the supporters of these bills are from all sec- | pert = 
»yond tions and parties. They are eminently national, | So the House refused to order a call. The question was then taken on the substitute: 
nce x 7] y ~ yr ik 4 IRN , i i | on ° a . : ’ 
ul . knowing no North, or South, or East, or West— Mr. STEPHENS. If we adjourn now, 1M |! and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas 72, 
reauy know!ng no party—knowing nothing but this |} what condition will this bill be left? ’ - 
lown san oh. Cas Le 6 5 8 ore m4 Sneaker’s || 4¥8 61; as follows: 
oa Ha wasteful distribution of the public lands. _Tregret The SPEAKER. It will go to the Speaker’s YEAS—Messrs. Albright, Allen, Barbour, Barkadale, 
a that any man on this side of the House is in the || table. sat ; Henry Bennett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bishop, howie, Bren- 
thew Support of these measures. If they are to be || Mr. STEPHENS. Is not the previous ques- || ton, Broom, Buffinton, Burlingame, Lewis D. Compost 
rouble assed r 5 fe . \| ti » passage of the bill? || Caruthers, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, Clawson, Clingman, Wii- 
i oe I would much prefer they were passed tion on the assagt of the 2 | pemmae al. Wr Cabo, Ocadtan’ Oovede, Congas Gameinads 
baa 'Y our politicai enemies, than by the combination | The SPEAKER. The previous ae is || Davidson, Dean, Dodd, Dowdell, Edwards, Eustis, Evans, 
ne that has been formed here. There is not one of || called; but, on seconding the call, the House |! Foster, Granger, Sampson W. Harris, Herbert, Valentine 
rough these bills that could get through this House || found itself without a quorum. . || B. Horton, Hughston, Kelsey, Kennett, ee Knight, 
public Were it i by one that has already got || Mr. STEPHENS. If the call for the previous ved a eae eae ra "moberes? 
vr = . . . i . . . . Cc e Oo © e " ) > L s > 
wir through, and shoved by another thatis behind it. || question be seconded, then it will be the first thing | Seadiége, Sapp, aeent A. Smith, Stranahan, Swope, 
thet he State votes for the grants for all the others, |} in order in the morning? : i Tappan, Taylor, Thorington, Thurston, Walbridge, Wal- 
» Gov- that all the others may vote for her grant; and | The SPEAKER. It will. dron, Walker, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Wells, Williams, 
> them ry this sort of combination we have voted away || Mr. STEPHENS. Then I hope the call will || Woodruff, Woodworth, and Daniel B. Wright—72. . 
hod oi alre Wi . NAYS—Messrs. Aiken, Allison, Bingham, Branch, Bur- 
} . iready millions of acres of the public lands. I || be seconded. nett, James H. Campbell, Caskie, Howell Cobb, Cox, 
rem . ~ voted against all of them, and will continue || Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Is there not || Craige, Cumback, Day, Dick, Dickson, Edmundson, Emrie, 
nmeu ° do so until the end 


It is a grievous wrong | 





| pending a motion to lay on the table? 


| Flagler, Florence, Thomas J.D. Fuller, Galloway, Goode, 
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Hoffman, Holloway, George W. Jones, Kunkel, Letcher, 
Humphrey Marshall, McQueen, Meacham, Killian Miller, 
Sroith Miller, Millson, Morgan, Morrill, Nichols, Andrew 
Oliver, Paine, Perry, Pettit, Purviance, Puryear, Ricaud, 
Ritchie, Ruffin, Sage, Scott, Stewart, Talbott, Todd, Trat 
ton, ‘Trippe, \ c 
Winslow, and Wood—61. 

So the substitute was agreed to. 

Pending the call of the roll, 


Mr. Greenwoop. 

Mr. FOSTER said: I have paired off with the 
gentleman from Pennsylvania, Mr. Fut_er, upon 
all railroad bills; but as I know that if he were 
here he would vote for the amendment, I will 
vote, and vote in the affirmative. 

Mr. MeMULLIN stated that he had paired 
off with Mr. Kine until and including the tenth 
of next month. 

The question being on orde#ing the bill to be 
engrossed and read a third time, 

Mr. SAGE moved that the House adjourn 

Mr. BURNETT. I move that when the House 
adjourns, it adjourn to meeton Saturday next. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I think that motion 
will do no good. If wecan do anything here to- 
morrow, I think we had better work. Ido not 
expect to leave, and I am willing tocome up here 
and move to adjourn from day to day, until mem- 
bers get back from Cincinnati. 

Mr. BURNETT. I suppose no quorum will 
be here to-morrow, but I will withdraw the mo- 
tion. 

Mr. FLORENCE. I renew the motion made 
by the gentleman from Kentucky; and I do so, 
because | believe a great many members will leave 


the city to-morrow, and that we shall not have a 


quorum here. 


Mr. PHELPS. I submit whether that motion 


can be entertained under the operation of the || 


previous question ? 

The SPEAKER. The Chair thinks it can, 
and that it takes precedence of the motion to 
adjourn. 


Mr. GROW. I desire to make an appeal to 


gentlemen, and this whole difficulty can be set- || 


tled. I desire to make a proposition which will 
accommodate all sides of the Mouse. 

If gentlemen will consent to let the Committee 
on Territories make a report, and put it down to 
be considered on a day certain, beyond the time 
of the conventions, | presume there will be no 
objection to an adjournment upon this side of the 
House. 

Mr. JONES. What is it? 
the Committee on Territories? 

Mr. GROW. Yes. 

Mr. JONES. 
committee is called. 

Mr. GROW. Then I hope the motion to ad- 
journ over will be voted down. 

Mr. DAVIDSON. What is the proposition? 

Mr. GROW. 
that the Committee on ‘Territories may make a 
report, not to be considered until after the close 
of the conventions, butto be put down for consid- 
eration at a day ahead of both conventions. There 
will then be no further opposition upon this side 
of the House. 


Mr. JONES, 


Is it areport from 


the Union under the Topeka convention? 
Mr. GROW. Yes, sir. 
Mr. CLINGMAN, Torelieve all difficulty, I 
object to all business out of order. 
Ir.GROW. I hope this side of the House 
will insist upon the regular order of business, and 
consent to no adjournment over. 


The question recurring on the motion to adjourn | 


over, 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama, demanded the yeas 
and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

The question was then put, and the motion was 
disagreed to. 

_ The question recursed upon the motion to ad- 
journ, 

Mr. BURNETT. As Iam about to leave for 
home, [ask the gentleman from New York who 
made the motion to permit me to introduce a bill 
merely for the purpose of reference. 

‘The SPEAKER. 
MOUs consent, 


Underwood, Wakeman, Israel Wazhburn, | 


| 


Mr. BLISS stated that he had paired off with || 


Then you willreport when that || 


lt is that the House will consent | 


I would ask the gentleman if | 
he wishes to report a bill to admit Kansas into | 
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Grenv, J. Morrison Harris, Harrison, Haven, Hickman, | No objection being made, q 
Mr. BURNETT introduced a bill ceding to || 


the State of Kentucky Wolf Island, in the Missis- 
sippi river; which was read a first and second 
time, and referred to the Committee on Public 
Lands. 
The question was then taken on the motion to 
adjourn, and it was disagreed to. 
| ‘The bill was then ordered to be engrossed and 


read the third time. 


Mr. WALKER moved to reconsider the vote | 


by which the bill was ordered to be engrossed 
and read a third time, and to lay the motion to 
reconsider upon the table; which latter motion 
was agreed to. 
Mr. MORGAN. 
upon the passage of the bill. 


The yeas and nays were ordered. 


Mr. CUMBACK, (at twenty minutes past 


three.) I move that the House do now adjourn. 
The motion was not agreed to. 


The question was taken on the passage of the | 
bill; and it was decided in the affirmative—yeas | 


62, nays 58; as follows: 


YEAS—Messrs. Allen, Barbour, Barksdale, Henry Ben- 


| nett, Benson, billinghurst, Bishop, Bowie, Brenton, Broom, 
Buthinton, Burlingame, Caruthers, Chaffee, Ezra Clark, 


Williamson R. W. Cobb, Comins, Covode, Davidson, Dean, | 


Dodd, Dowdell, Edwards, Eustis, Evans, Granger, Samp- 

son W. Harris, Herbert, Hughston, Kelsey, Kennett, Knapp, 

Knight, Knowlton, Lake, Lindley, Maxwell, Millward, 

Parker, Peck, Pelton, Phelps, Porter, Pringle, Rivers, San- 
| didge, Sapp, Samuel A. Smith, Stranahan, Tappan, Taylor, 

Thorington, Thurston, Walbridge, Waldron, Walker, Cad- 
| walader C.Washburne, Wells, Williams, Woodruff, Wood- 
| worth, and Daniel B, Wright—62. 

NAYS — Messrs. Aiken, Albright, Allison, Bingham, 
| Brooks, Burnett, Cadwalader, James H. Campbell, Caskie, 
| Clingman, Cox, Craige, Cumback, Day, Dick, Dickson, 

Edmundson, Emrie, Flagler, Florence, Galloway, Goode, 


Grow, J. Morrison Harris. Harrison, Haven, Holloway, Val- | 


| entine B. Horton, George W. Jones, Kunkle, Letcher, 
| Humphrey Marshall, McQueen, Meacham, Smith Miller, 


Millson, Morrill, Andrew Oliver, Perry, Pettit, Purviance, | 
Puryear, Reade, Ricaud, Roberts, Ruffin, Sage, Scott, Wil- || 


liam Smith, Stewart, Talbott, Qodd, Trafton, Trippe, Un- 
derwood, Wakeman, [srael Washburn, and Winslow—d8. 

MH the bill was passed. 

Pending the call of the roll, 

Mr. BARKSDALE stated that he had paired 
off after to-morrow, until the 12th of next month, 
| with Mr. Tappan. 


| Mr. OLIVER, of New York, stated that he had | 
| paired off with Mr. Davipson for a week from | 


|; South Carolina, [Mr. Brooxs.] 


Mr. SANDIDGE moved to reconsider the 


| vote by which the bill was passed; and also moved 

to lay the motion to reconsider on the table. 
Mr. LETCHER called for the yeas and nays 

on the motion to lay on the table. 

|| ‘The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

| The question was taken; and the motion to 

| reconsider was laid on the table. 


of the bill by substituting as follows: 
| An act making a grant of lands to the State of 
| Louisiana, to aid in the construction of railroads 
|| in said State. 
|| ‘The amendment was adopted; and the title, as 
|| amended, was agreed to. 
Mr. SANDIDGE moved to reconsider the vote 
| by which the title was agreed to, and also moved 
|| to lay the motion to reconsider on the table; which 
'| latter motion was agreed to. 
| Mr. FLORENCE. 
| now adjourn; but first 1 move that when the 
| House adjourns, it adjourn to meet at one minute 
|| before twelve o’clock to-morrow, and thenadjourn 
|| to meet on Monday next. 
| The SPEAKER. The motion is not in order 


|| pending the motion to adjourn. 


| and cannot be changed. 
Mr. FLORENCE. Unless by unanimous con- 
sent? ; 
The SPEAKER. Unless by unanimous con- 
sent. 
Mr. FLORENCE. Then Lask the unanimous 
| consent. 


Mr. FLAGLER. 


I object. 
|| . The motion to adjourn was agreed to; and 
|| thereupon (at fifteen minutes to four o’clock, p. 





It can be done by unani- | m,) the House adjourned till to-morrow, at twelve 


o’clock, m. 






read a third time; and beifg engrossed, it was | 


I demand the yeas and nays | 


| to-morrow on all questions except the case of the | 
e ° . ° 1} 
investigation in regard to the gentleman from,}| 


Mr. WALBRIDGE moved to amend the title || 


I move thatthe House do | 


The time of | 
meeting of the House is fixed bya standing order, | 
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Prayer by Rev. Danret Watpo, Chapla; 
the House of Representatives. aplain of 


| The Journal of yesterday was read and approved 
EXECUTIVE COMMUNICATION, 


The PRESIDENT pro tempore laid before the 
Senate a report of the Commaineanee of the Gen 
eral Land Office, communicating, in complianee 
with a resolution of the Senate, information is 
relation to the claims of John Rice Jones: which, 
on motion of Mr. Stuart, was referred to the 
Committee on Public Lands. ” 


PETITIONS AND MEMORIALS. 


Mr. FITZPATRICK presented the petition 
of Jane Smith, praying to be allowed the right 
of preémption to certain lands in Alabama, upon 
the performance of certain duties; which was 
_referred to the Committee on Public Lands. _ 
|| Mr. WELLER presented a petition of the 
Mount Washington Road Company, of the State 
of New Hampshire, praying for an appropriation 
to aid in the construction of an observatory on 
}| the summit of Mount Washington, in that State: 
|| which was referred to the Committee on Public 
Buildings. 

‘| Mr. PRATT presented a petition of citizens 
of Baltimore, Maryland, praying for an appro- 
|| priation for improving the navigation of the 
| Mississippi river and its tributaries; which was 
|| referred to the Committee on Commerce. 
Mr. MALLORY presented the petition of Susan 
|| Decatur, widow of the late Commodore Stephen 
| Decatur, praying to be allowed arrears of pension: 
| which was referred to the Committee on Naval 
| Affairs. 

Mr. PUGH presented the petition of the widow 
of Henry Cartner, a soldier in Wayne’s army, 
praying to be allowed a pension; which was 


| 
| 


|| referred to the Committee on Pensions. 

Mr. THOMPSON, of Kentucky, presented the 

— of Emarine Young, widow of Matthew 
foung, a soldier in the late war with Mexico, 

| praying to be allowed a pension; which was 

referred to the Committee on Pensions, 

| Mr. MALLORY presented the petition of N. 

| P. Bemis, praying for the remission of certain 

duties; which was referred to the Committee on 

|| Pensions. 


PAPERS WITHDRAWN AND REFERRED. 


On motion of Mr. PRATT, it was 


|| Ordered, That the petition of the legal representatives 
|| of John G. Mackall, on the files of the Senate, be referred 
to the Committee on Claims. 





‘|| On motion of Mr. PRATT, it was 

|| Ordered, That the petition of Samuel Crapin, on the files 
| of the Senate, be referred to the Committee on Pensions. 
| On motion of Mr. BELL, of Tennessee, it was 


Ordered, That the memorial and papers of Clements, 
Bryan & Company, on the files of the Senate, be referred 
¢| to the Court of Claims. 


On motion of Mr. PRATT, it was 


Ordered, That Ephraim F. Gilbert have leave to with- 
draw his petition and papers. 


TOLEDO CUSTOM-HOUSE. 


Mr. PUGH presented the following resolution; 
which was considered by unanimous consent, and 
agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Comngttee on Commerce be directed 
to inquire into the expediency of putting an additional story 
|| upon the building designed for a custom-house and post 


office at Toledo, in the State of Ohio, and report by joint 
resolution or otherwise. 


ELLSWORTH CUSTOM-HOUSE: * 
| Mr. HAMLIN asked, ree unanimous con- 
u 


‘| sent obtained, leave to introduce a joint reso- 
lution (S. R. No. 21) authorizing the Secretary 
of the Treasury to modify the plan of the cus- 
tom-house at Ellsworth, Maine: which was read 
the first and second times by its title, and referred 
to the Committee on Commerce. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 


A message from the House of Representatives; 
by Mr. Barcray, ‘Assistant Clerk, announced 
that the House had passed.a bill (H. R. No. 36) 
making a grant of land to the State of Louisiana, 
to aid in the construction of railroads in said 
State. 
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Also, that they had passed the bill of the Senate | Mr. BENJAMIN. The motion ‘wit to put | Mr. STUART. I wish Senators to understand 


(No. 328) for the relief of John Nugent. 
RAILROADS IN WISCONSIN. 


| 


the bill on its passage. 


The PRESIDENT. 


The bill, then, is before 


Mr. DODGE. _I throw myself on the courtesy the Senate as in Committee of the Whole, and 
: | 


of the Senate, and ask them to take up the bi 
(H. R. No. 326) granting publit lands to the 
Sate of Wisconsin, to aid in the construction of 
-aiiroads in said State. It has been “5 yao 
hack favorably by the Committee on Public Lands 
of the Senate. understand it is the first on the 
v of railroad bills. 

“The motion was agreed to; and the Senate, as 
», Committee of the Whole, proceeded to con- 
der the bill, which proposes to grant alternate | 
eetions of public land for the purpose of aiding 
-» the construction of a railroad from Madison or | 
Columbus, by the way of Portage City, to the St. 
Croix river or lake, between townships twenty- | 
gve and thirty-one, and from thence to the west | 
end of Lake Superior and to Bayfield; and also, | 
from Fond du Lac, on Lake Wiunebago, north- | 
erly to the Wisconsin State line. 

The Secretary read the first section of the bill. 

Mr. STUART. These bills are all precisely 
alike except the designation of the et The 
frst section of each bill designates the roads, and 
the reading of that will apprize the Senate of all 
contained in the bill. I presume no Senator de- 
sires to consume time by demanding the reading 
of the bills at length; and if not, the reading can 
be dispensed with. : 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Have these bills been 
examined by the Committee on Public Lands, and 
reported by them? 

Mr. STUART. All have been examined, and 
all are framed on one model. The bills are all 
similar except in the designation of roads. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Ifthat be the fact, 1 see 
no necessity for the reading of the bill. 

The PRESIDENT. The reading will be dis- 
nensed with, unless some Senator desires that it 
shall be read. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without | 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the | 
third time, and passed. ; | 

RAILROADS IN ALABAMA. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I ask the Senate to 
take up the bill (H.. R. No. 31) granting public 
lands in alternate sections to the State of Ala- 
bama, to aid in the construction of certain rail- 
roads in said State. It has received the examina- | 
tion of the Committee on Public Lands of this 
body. | 

The motion was agreed to; and the Senate pro- 
ceeded to consider the bill as in Committee of | 
the Whole. The roads for which it proposes to 
grant alternate sections are: from the Tennessee 
river, at or near Gunter’s landing, toGadsden, on 
the Coosa river; from Gadsden to connect with 
the Georgia and Tennessee line of railroads, | 
through Chattooga, Wills, and Lookout valleys; 
from tn to the Tennessee river, at or near 
Beard’s bluff; from Girard to Mobile; from Gads- 
den to the Mississippi State line; from Selme to 
Gadsden; and from Tnenmeunire to the Tennes-* 
see State line in the direction of Nashville. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. This bill has passed 
the House of Representatives, and has been ex- || 
amined by the committee of this body, and meets || 
the approbation of the Senators from Alabama on | 
this floor. It is precisely the same in language, 
except in the description of the route, with all the | 


other bills of the same nature. 1] 
The bill was reported to the Senate without || 
amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the | 


third time, and passed. 


RAILROADS IN LOUISIANA. 
Mr.STUART. There are two bills on the || 
table of a similar character—one granting lands | 
to the State of Louisiana, and the other to the || 


State of Michigan, which have also been exam- || ators two weeks ago, and it is important to the | 


i|in the settlement of the case. 


open for amendment. 


No amendment being proposed, the bill was | 


reported to the Senate, ordered to a third read- 


ing, read the third time, and passed. 
RAILRO S IN MICHIGAN. 
The bill (H. R. No. 172) making a grant of 


alternate sections of public lands to the State of 


Michigan, to aid in the construction of railroads 
in said State, and for other purposes, was read 


twice by its title. 


Mr. STUART. 
on its passage now. 

The PRESIDENT. It requires unanimous 
consent. The Chair hears no objection. The 
bill is before the Senate as in Committee of the 
Whole, and open to amendment. 

The bill was reported to the Senate without 


I ask that the bill may be put 


amendment, ordered to a third reading, read the 


third time, and passed. 


RICHARD W. THOMPSON. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Iask the Senate to take up 
the report of the Committee on Indian Affairs in 
the case of Mr. Richard W. Thompson. The 
report is merely that the committee be discharged 
from its further consideration. 

The motion was agreed to. 

The PRESIDENT. The question is on agree- 
ng to the report. 

Mr. TOOMBS. The report is to discharge the 
committee from the further consideration of the | 
subject. I hope it will be done. 

Mr. HUNTER. Is that the Menomonee case? 

Mr. TOOMBS. Yes, sir; it is moved to dis- | 
charge the Committee on Indian Affairs from its 
further consideration. 

Mr. HUNTER. What will be the effect of 
that discharge ? 

Mr. TOOMBS. 
precisely as it is. 

Mr. HUNTER. 

Mr. TOOMBS. 

Mr. HUNTER. I should like to hear it read. 

Mr. TOOMBS. This is all there is of the re- 
port, that the committee be discharged from the 
further consideration of the subject. 


Is there a report? 
Yes, sir. 


Mr. PRATT. Allow me to ask the Senator | 


from Georgia what will be the effect of discharg- 
ing the committee? 
pay $50,000 to the applicant? 

Mr. TOOMBS. 


the existing law. Ido not know what the exact 
amount of the claim is; but the question referred 


to the committee was whether any further legis- | 


lation was necessary in regard to it?) A law was 


passed on the subject last year. On our examina- | 


tion, we deemed no further legislation necessary. 
If the Senate concur with the committee, the exist- 
ing law, which was passed at the last session, 
will stand without further action of the two 
Houses of Congress. That is all. 

Mr. HUNTER. 


To allow the law to remain 


Will it not be that we shall | 


. } 
I would ask whether, in re- 
| gard to that law, some such point as this was not | 


r 


The effect will be to enforce || 


| committee understand it to leave the law? 


raised: That the law as it was passed was differ- | 
ent from the law as printed and published, in | 
consquenee of some mistake in the enrolling of | 


the bill? 

Mr. TOOMBS. That question did not arise 
The law was 
treated by the President and the Department as 
though there was no omission. There was a 


|clause omitted in the enrollment, but it was | 


treated as though it were there. 

Mr. HUNTER. I think the subject had bet- 
ter lie over until it can be examined. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I hope not. It wascalled up 
and laid over at the instance of one or two Sen- 





| 


ined by the committee, and are of precisely the || parties that it should be settled. The Senator | 
same character. I hope they will be acted upon at || has had ample time to examine it, if he had given | 


once. 


The bill (H. R. No. 36) making a grant of || 
lands to the State of Louisiana, to aid in the con- || 


Struction of railroads in said State, was read | 
twice by its title. 


to the Committee on Public Lands, unless ob- | 
jected to. 


_ Mr. STUART. 
ils passage, 





| his attention to it, for the report was made nearly 


a fortnight ago—certainly ten days ago. 
Mr. WELLER. It was laid over, I believe, 
at my request, two weeks:ago. 


recisely where it was. That I understand to 


I wish the bill to be put on 1 bs the effect of discharging the committee. 


Mr. TOOMBS. That is precisely the effect. 


I have looked | 
|| into the matter, and have become satisfied that | 
The PRESIDENT. The bill will be referred || there ought to be no objection to discharging the | 
committee and leaving the legislation to stand | 


this question. 
[ am familiar. j 
amendment by which they authorized about 
forty-two thousand dollars, if I recollect aright, 
to be paid to Mr. Thompson for certain services 
rendered to the Menomonee Indians. Thatamend- 
ment was sent to the House, and they attached 
to it an amendment substantially declaring, ‘* on 
condition that the 
selves, at a council, shall agree that this money 
be paid.”’ 
general appropriation bill. 
ference was appointed, and the committee agreed 
to the amendment of the House to the Senate 
amendment. 
printed, the House condition was not found in it, 
and is not in the printed law. 


effect. 
it stands upon the statute-book, and pay the 
$42,000, although the Indians have unanimously 
rejected it, | should be inclined to think that it 
would be very improper to discharge the com- 
mittee. The action of the Executive Department 
in administering this law has been to treat it as 
if the bill were correctly printed as it actually 
passed Congress. 
this committee will be to compel the Government 
to pay the money, notwithstanding the opinion 








| 
| 


It isa case with the facts of which 
The Senate last year adopted an 


Menomonee Indians them- 


These amendments were made to a 
A committee of con- 


When the bill was enrolled and 


Mr. TOOMBS. That is so. 
Mr. STUART. The President, however, after 


taking the opinion of the Attorney General, I 
believe, decided that the law should be considered 
as if the House 
fied that it was left out by a mere omission. The 
subject was submitted to the Menomonee Indians, 
and they rejected the claim. 
opportunity to look into the report. 
know that it is printed ; I do not know what it is. 


condition was in it, being satis- 


I have not had an 
I do not 


Mr. WELLER. 


It is simply to discharge the 


committee. 


Mr. STUART. 


fut I wish to understand its 
If the effect will be to leave the law as 


if the effect of discharging 


of Congress as expressed, and the opinion of the 


Indians is againstit,I think the committee should 
not be discharged. 
can of course say what he understands to be the 
effect of it. 


The Senator from Georgia 


Mr. TOOMBS. The statements of the Senator 


from Michigan are accurate, except the last, 
which is a very important point. 
conflict. It is alleged on the part of the claimant, 
and this is the controversy before the President, 


There lies the 


that the Indians have assented to the claim, and 
thag@the dissent subsequently procured by the 
Commissioner of Indian Affairs was improper. 


|| The effect of the discharge will be to leave the 


matter exactly where it was, for the President 
and the head of the Department to determine 
whether this assent was given, as was the inten- 
tion of the parties, according to the admission on 


all sides. 


Mr. STUART. How do the Senator and the 
Will 
it be construed as it is printed, or as it passed ? 
Mr. TOOMBS. The Government and the party 
agree that the consent of the Indians was re- 
quired in order to obtain the money. That con- 
sent has been the point of dispute. The com- 
mittee propose to leave it where it belongs—with 
the President in the execution of the law. The 
amendment alluded to is considered as part of 
the law, for both sides have agreed to treat it as 


| if it were there. 


Mr. STUART. What I desire, and what I 
think Congress should do, is to put that amend- 
ment of the House into a law, so that the statute 
shall stand as Congress passed it, and then the 


] Executive Department will be held responsible for 


its execution. It seems to me that some impedi- 
ment may be thrown in the way if this report be 
adopted, and that is all that I desire to avoid. I 
amentirely willing that the Executive Department 
shall execute the law as Congress passed it; but 
I would not like to have a law executed which 
has not such a condition in it. 
Mr.SEBASTIAN. Mr. President, 1 have lis- 
tened with some interest to the statements which 
have been made by the Senator from Michigan, 
in regard to the terms and effect of this law. The 
object of the committee is simply to leave the law 
recisely where it now stands, and not, by any 
egislation proposed here, to commit themselves 
as to the fact whether or not the condition men- 
tioned has been complied with by the party inter- 
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ented. Ww hether Mr. Thompson has obtained ! that it shall read as if it were truly published and 
the consent of the Indians to this payment is a || 


disputed fact, and one which it is proper for the | 
Government, in the discharge of administrative | 
duties, to determine, in pursuance of the terms 
of the law itvelf; and the committee believed that 
jt was neither competent nor proper for Congress 


to determine this disputed state of facts. Whether || 


the law was properly administered, or not, they 
thought it had finally adjusted the rights of Mr. 
Thompson against the Indians, and placed them 
on a proper footing, requiring the assent of the 
Indians to the payment of this money. That 


condition, which was attached by the House of | 


Representatives, is understood and agreed, both 
by the officers of the Government and Mr. 


Thompson himself, to be a subsisting part and | 


parcel of the law, 
this law, they have proceeded as though that was 
art of the original law published in the statute- 
book: Whether the condition lfas been complied 
with--in other words, whether the assent of the 
Indians has been obtained—is a question of ad- 
ministration entirely, with which the Senate has 
nothing to do, 

Mr. STUART. I hope the Senator will allow 
me to make an explanation, for I see he does not 
understand my point. 

Mr. SEBASTIAN. I think I do. 

Mr.STUART. Suppose that at a later day a 
subsequent administrative officer, knowing noth- 


In the attempt to administer | 


ing about this amendment of the House, shall be | 


called upon to pay this money. There is the 
statute declaring that the Government shall pay 
to Mr. Thompson $42,000, with no conditions 
attached to it, It seems to me that it should not 
be left in that shape, but that Congress should 
restore the provision, so that any subsequent 
Administration or Executive Department, in look- 
ing at it, will find the law with the condition 
attached to it, and will then be obliged to inquire 
whether that condition has been complied with. 
I agree with the Senator from Arkansas, that it 
is a question for the Executive Department, and 
not for Congress, to determine, whether the con- 
dition has been complied with or not; but the 
difficulty is, that as the law is printed, and as it 
appr ars on an examination of the statute-book, 
there is no condition attached to it, but it is an 
absolute provision that this amount shall be 
paid. 


Mr. SEBASTIAN. 


Iam aware of the diffi- 


culty suggested by the Senator from Michigan, | 


but | think that, in this case, it does not anggunt 
to anything, for the records and files of th®*De- 


partment show the consent of the parties to this | 


condition. 
as it would be upon the statute-book of the coun- 
try; and the only question now is, not as to the 
original justice of the law, in regard to which I 
think we are concluded, but as to whether the 
terms of the law have been complied with— 
whether, in other words, the Indians have as- 
sented. That matter in relation to assent is the 
very amendment which the House placed upon 
the bill, and which made it conform to the views 
which I had occasion to express once before as 
to what was proper and just in this case. It was 
a case in which 


never thought Congress ought, | 


It is as public and permanent there, | 


recorded. I should be unwilling to discharge the 
committee, because I think they ought to propose 
to put the law on the statute-book in the condition 
in which it was intended to be. 

Mr. CASS. I should like to hear the report 
read. 

Mr. BROWN. The report merely asks that 
the committee be discharged 

Mr. CASS. Then I showld like to hear the 
papers connected with the case read. [ know 
nothing aboutit. Itseems to me to involve avery 
serious question. I think, as the honorable Sen- 
ator from Connecticut [Mr. Toucey] and my 
colleague have said, that the statute-book should 
be put right. ‘ 

Mr. BROWN. My friend from Michigan de- 
sires to hear the papersread. I havea few words 
to say on this question, and I prefer to say them 
at once, because it will take about two days and 
a half to read the papers, and I do not wish to 
postpone what little I have to say until that 
time. 

The PRESIDENT. The hour hasarrived for 
the special order; and it must be taken up, unless 
the Senate direct otherwise. 

Mr. GEYER. I call for its consideration. 

The PRESIDENT. The special order is the 
bill (H. R. No. 13) granting the right of way to 
the St. Louis and [ron Mountain railroad through 
the arsenal, magazine, and Jefferson barracks 
tracts. : 

Mr. BROWN. I move to postpone the special 
order, so that we may settle this question. I 
think we had better finish it at once. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. I hope that will not be 
done. The bill announced by the Chair is exceed- 
ingly important to this railroad. It is one that 
admits of no delay. They are arrested now in 
the prosecution of their business; and the matter 
which the Senator from Mississippi desires to 


| have settled is evidently one which will require 


some time. 

Mr. BROWN. Ido not see why it cannot be 
settled in fifteen minutes. It is important to the 
interests of private citizens that it should bedone. 

Mr. BENJAMIN. The special order is a very 
important public matter. 

Mr. BROWN. I ask for a vote on my mo- 
tion. 

Mr. PRATT. I have aremark to make before 
the vote is taken. I inquired at the Secretary’s 
table for the papers, for the purpose of examin- 
ing this case, and was informed by him that all 
the papers are in the hands of the printer, so that 
nobody here,exceptthe committee who may have 
read them, can get any information on the sub- 
ject. I apprehend that when any Senator desires 
a postponement for such a reason, no one will 
insist On passing upon the measure in the absence 
of the papers by which alone we could have an 
understanding such as would satisfy our judg- 
ment in regard to it. 


The PRESIDENT. The question is on the 


_motion of the Senator from Mississippi, [Mr. 
| Brown,] to postpone the special order. 


by the exertion of its own power, to provide for || 
the payment of the money without obtaining the || 


assent of the Indians; and that is now admitted 
to be a part of the law by the agreement of the 
parties, and their action under it. It is upon 
that question that the committee obtained juris- 
diction over the case. 
else than let it stand precisely where it now is. 
I think it not only becomes a question of propri- 
ety, but of competency, whether the Senate can 
legislate in a matter of this kind. 

‘Mr. TOUCEY. I think that if the lawbe per- 
mitted to remain on the statute-book as it is, this 
money will be paid without reference to the fact 
whether the tribe of Indians consents to the pay- 
mentor not. Itmay not be 


book would justify the payment. The party will 
uldmately claim that here is a law which author- 
izes and directs the money to be paid to him, and 
he will probably get it. 

lagree that Congress ought not to interfere 
with the question whether the Menomonees have 
assented to it; but should leave that with the De- 
partment, Yet the law can be put in such a form 


I think we can do nothing | 


: id immediately, but | 
it will ultimately be paid; the law on the statute- || 








The motion was not agreed to. 
ST. LOUIS AND IRON MOUNTAIN RAILROAD. 


The Senate, as in Committee of the Whole, 
resumed the consideration of the bill (H. R. No. 
13) granting the right of way to the St. Louis 
and Iron Mountain railroad through the arsenal, 
magazine, and Jefferson barracks tracts. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. President, matters 
of a private character, over which I had no con- 
trol, prevented my attendance in the Senate yes- 
terday morning. My absence then, I understand, 
operated to some extent in inducing the Senate 
to postpone the consideration of this bill, so as to 


| enable me to Submit some remarks upon it. I 


regret that the same reasons which detained me 
yesterday have since operated so as to prevent 
me from bestowing upon the subject that attention 
which I should like to devote to it. Pressing calls 
of duty, to which we are all liable, have demanded 


my attention within the last forty-eight hours, so 


|| that I have been literally deprived of an oppor- 


tunity even of looking into the case. At one 
time, I was familiar with the main facts con nected 
with it, but so long a period has intervened since 
then that many of the facts have disappeared from 
my memory. I understand, also, that there was 
an elaborate discussion of the question yesterday, 


AL GLOBE. 
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I have 


in which several Senators participated. 


_ not been able to gee the report of that discussion 





The Committee on Military Affairs was not full 


| and all the members of the committee w 


and hence Iam at a loss what to Say or what 
arguments to answer. . 

I had not the good fortune to concur with the 
majority of the committee who reported this bill. 
and, on private interviews since then with the 
gentlemen who composed the committee, 
that two of my colleagues [Messrs. We.. 
Iverson] agree with me in opinion in re 
to it. 


e 
I learn 
ER and 
- ference 
It was, however, taken up and discussed 
ho were 
present, except myself, concurred in the report 
made to the Senate recommending the passage of 
the bill. 7. 

Situated thus, not being aware of what op. 
curred in the debate yesterday, I do not fee] ine 
clined to attempt anything like an argument on 
this subject. I learn from my friend from Cajj. 
fornia, who participated in the discussion yester. 
day, that a communication from the head of the 
ordnance department was then read to the Senate. 
presenting the question, in all its aspects, for the 
consideration of the Senate. I deem it proper 
now to ask for the reading of the communication 


| of the Secretary of War, which was before the 
| committee when the subject was pending there. 


[t isa matter about which I have no personal 
knowledge or personal feeling; but I desire tp 
discharge a public duty. I admit that I haye 


| derived most of my views from the facts set forth 
| in the communications from the ordnance depart. 


_ment and the Secretary of War, who legitimately 


has charge of all matters of this kind. I ask for 
the reading of the letter of the Secretary of War, 
It was read as follows: 


War DEPARTMENT, 
WASHINGTON, January 28, 1854, 


Str: [nave considered the memorial of the president ang 


| directors of the St. Louis and [ron Mountain Railroad Com. 


pany, in regard to the action of this Department under the 
act which grants them right of way through the public 
grounds at the St. Louis arsenal, the St. Louis marine 
hospital, and Jefferson barracks, but by one proviso makes 
the location subject to the approval of the Secretary of 
War, and imposes the condition that the location of the 
road can, in his opinion, be made without injury to the 
public interest. 

Soon after the passage of the act, the engineer of the 
company submitted a map of the proposed location for the 
approval of this Department ; and, after carefully consider 
ing the views expressed by the heads of the appropriate 
bureaus and other officers who had reported on the sub- 
ject, the following propositions were made to the com- 

any : 

. 1. The road through the arsenal grounds to be located 
one hundred feet further east than the line on the map sub- 
mitted. 

2. The railroad company to be required to place a stone 
wall of such height as the commanding officers shall des- 


| ignate between the road and the grounds occupied for mil- 
| itary purposes, (with suitable iron gates and ways,) and a 
| strong wire fence between the road and the water, with 





| 


suitable iron gates and crossing places; the number of 
gates not to exceed four at Jefferson barracks, one at the 
magazine, and one at the arsenal—the points to be selected 
by the commanding officers thereof—but the Government 
to have the right to open as many ways across the railroad 
to the water as the circumstances of the service may re- 
quire, but without expense to the company ; the road from 
the arsenal to the water to be passed over by a bridge iu 
«such a manner as to cause no obstruction. 

3. The commanding officer’s house, and any other houses 
it may be necessary to remove in consequence of the road 
passing through the public grounds, to be taken down and 
removed to sites designated by the commanding officer, and 
put up at the expense of the company. 

4. The company to keep the gates, fences, and crossing 
places in repair as long as they retain the right of way for 
the road ; and to keep, atall times, watchmen, or other suit- 
able persons, to give timely notice of the approach of trains. 

5. That the company shall be ronpeatte for all losses 
which may be sustained by the public, either by the destruc- 
tion of public property, or by collision with the trains pass- 
ing over the several crossing places. 

6. Horse power ouly‘to be used in passing through the 
public grounds. 

In making these propositions the Department had ne dis- 
position whatever to impose unnecessary burdens upon tlie 
company, Or to magnify mere inconveniences into an ** 11- 
jury to the public interest ;” and no condition was proposed 
which is not regarded as essential to guard against such 
direct and immediate injury as the proviso was intended to 
prevent. 

These propositions were accepted by the company on the 
26th of October. The memoralists say the first has been 
complied with, and the fourth and fifth are not objection- 
able, but seek to be released from the, second, third, and 
sixth. 

The second condition they desire to be so changed as to 
allow them to construct a wire fence instead of stone walls. 

The De ent was satisfied with a wire fence between 
the cea ead the water, but a stone wall between the road 
and the rest of the grounds is deemed indispensable. The 

t being a cavairy station, there are, and will continue '0 

, a large number of horses there, and the troops, more- 

over, will often be engaged in cavalry exercises, and 0 
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horses recently purchased for military evolutions. 


railing a . 
ne uid. in my opinion, be unsafe to do so, separated from 
ie ing trains by nothing but a wire fence which would not 
passing ; 


vent unruly animals from rushing on the track. 


The third condition Is objected to because the command- 


ing oficer’s quarters are ina ** temporary wooden buiiding, 


1 of February, 1853, Congress passed an act grant- 


eed twenty years since, and searcely worth the cost of | 


taking dow a.” 
7, there F 
he cost of its removal, or of erecting a new one. The 
pany for whose sole benefit it is to be removed, cer- 
“iv should bear the cost, whether small or great. 
rhe sixth condition is that which weighs heaviest upon 
the company, and no doubt will subject them to great in- 
nvenience in working the road. ‘To dispense wfh it, 
: wever, would, in my opinion, involve the abandonment 
of the magazine and the construction of another, as weil 


iz 
t 
c 
t 


i 


asthe purchase of a site in some other locality. The mag- | 
> ) question was recently built, at a cost of more than | 
aty thousand dollars, and is intended fora depot whence | 


azine WU 
ona rwill be shipped from time to time, to all parts of 
the coast accessible by water transportation. It appears to 


me that no argument is needed to show the danger of stow- | 
quantities of powder, within two hundred and | 


ng large 
7 = yards of a road on which engines are constantly 

sing, and to hau! powder to and from this store, across 
qheir fiery track. Whatever may be urged to the contrary, 
the danger of sparks from such engines reaching the maga- 
zine, or of fire being communicated thereto by powder 
epiiled from casks hauled across the track, is such, that I 
do not believe that the magazine shall ever be used after 
the engines once commenced running. Moreover, as an 


explosion Would inevitably involve the destruction of the 
passing train, the danger to passengers would be such that, | 
even it the Department should be disposed to use the maga- | 


zine, public sentiment would require its removal. 

The location of the road between the post and the river, 
whence all supplies of water are obtained, will, if locomo- 
tive engines are to be used, be destructive of the object to 
which the post is now applied, as the frequent crossing of 


such circumstance 
yenience and danger. 

in the letter from the president of the company, I was 
informed that the engineer was making an examination 
wil a view to find a line which would avoid the magazine 
nd barracks; and the Department offered, in that event, 


Whatever may be the value of the build- | 
» can be no propriety in subjecting the Government | 


| he has to it. 
| which he submitted to the president of this rail- 


| stone wall. 


to dispense with the condition requiring the use of horse- | 
p 


wer through the arsenal grounds. 


In conclusion, I have to express the opinion, that if the || propose to obviate that? 


petition of the memorialists be granted, the Government 
will be deprived of the use of the post asa school of cavalry 


practice, and the removal of the magazine will become | 


necessary. 
Very respectfully, your obedient servant, 
JEFF’°N DAVIS, 
Secretary of War. 
fion. James SHIELDS, 
Chairman Committee Military Affairs, Senate. 


Mr. FITZPATRICK. I have felt it due to the 


Secretary of War to make known to Senators his | 


views in reference to this matter, which is under | 


You have now, accord- || whether the company shall be permitted to use a 


his immediate control. 
ing to his judgment, to determine whether that 
postis to be abandoned by giving this railroad 
these privileges, or whether the company is to be 


required to construct the wall which the Secretary | 
If that is to be the permanent depot for 


desires. 
public stores, if it is to be the great point in the 
valley of the Mississippi for military supplies, as 
seems to be contemplated by the Secretary of 


War, it is a grave question for the consideration | 


of this body whether they will not insist on the 
requirements imposed by the Secretary, and de- 
mand the construction of that stone wall. 

lam among the last who would do anything to 


retard works of internal improvement. I admire | 


the zeal and energy with which they are pressed 


and carried on, especially by those who seem to | 
have charge of this road; but if you look at the | 


map, and examine the geography of that region, 
I think you will ascertain that, by granting the 


privileges asked for by this company, you will | 
destroy that great post, which is the principal | 


depotin the Mississippi valley for munitions of 
warand military supplies; and if you destroy it 
you will find it exceedingly difficult to obtain any 
location above or below it on that great river 
where you can erect an institution of that kind. 

| am not disposed to trouble the Senate withany 
additional remarks on this question; but I have 
deemed it due to myself, occupying the position 
which Ido as a member of the Military Com- 


mittee, and due to this high functionary, who, I | 


elleve has faithfully djscharged a conscientious 
duty, to present his letter. It is for the Senate 
how to determine what disposition they will make 
of this question. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. This is not a new 
question, Mr. President. 
enate in some form or other for three years or 
more, and the Senate at no time has had any dif- 
culty whatever in granting the right of wa 
through the grounds, as proposed in this bill, wit 
& single exception. ‘Three years ago, on the 14th 


It has been before the | 





| 
| 


_ THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


| should build a stone wall. 


: | to me that that obviates clearly the objection 
jarge numbers of men with horses to water, cannot, under || . 


3, fail to be attended with serious incon- | | 


| one other, and that is the danger attendant upon 


| 1s the intention of the superintendent of the arse- 


| 
| 
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six hundred and fifty-two feet off. [f there was 
no dangerat a distance of four hundred and twenty 
feet from a lime-kiln, is there any danger from a 
locomotive at a distance of six hundred and fifty- 
two feet? So confident are the company that 
there is no danger, that they bind themselves to 
make good all damages which may result from 
it, inevery shape or form, either in the killing of 
persons who may come on the track, ordestroying 
property of any description belonging to the Grov- 
ernment. By this@ill they are bound to make 
He imposed certain conditions, good the loss to the Gove rome nt. 





ing the right of way to this company, with a pro- 
viso in the following words: 

* Provided, That the loeation of the said road, through the 
lands aforesaid, shall be made subject to the approval of 
the Secretary of War: Provided further, That said location 
can be made without injury to the public interest, in the 
opinion of the said Secretary of War.”’ 

Such was the |: assed three years ago. The 
Secretary of War, in the communication which 
has just been read, points out the objections which 


sesides, does not everybody know that the 
Magazine is fire proof? ‘Does not everybody 
know that it is sunk down to the very level of 
the ground? Nothing of ; 
small aperture and the roof, which is covered 
with metal. You might put fire upon it, and, in 
my judgment, it would not burh; though I grant 
I should not like to try the experiment myself, 
This whole matter 1s very simple. Power was 
given to the Secretary of War by the act of 1853. 
He is like all the rest of us; where you give him 
power he is disposed to xercise it: nobody doubts 
that. I think sometimes he exercises it wisely, 
and sometimes I differ with him in judgment. In 
the exercise of the authority conferred by the act 
of 1853, he prescribed these conditions. The 
company have complied with the conditions as 
nearly as they can, and in my judgment as nearly 
as ought to have been required of them. But the 
Secretary of War, maintaining his consistency, 
insists that you shall not grant the right of way 


road company. Zhe president accepted those 
conditions, objecting, however, to three of them; 
but he was willing to take them if he could get 
nothing else. Now the company ask to be 
lieved from these objectionable conditions, and 1 
maintain that every single objection which is 
made by the Secretary of War is substantially 
obviated by the bill upon the table. ; 
§Vhat are the objections? There are but two 
that remain. The first is, as to tlie building ofa 
The Secretary of War maintains 
that it is right and proper that the company 
The company ask | 
Congress to allow them to build a plank fence | 
instead of a stone wall; provided, however, that 
if, in the opinion of the President of the United 
States, the plank fence shall not be deemed suf- 
ficient, they shall make a stone wall. 


it remains except a 


re- 


It seems 


which the Secretary of War has raised on this 
point. 
What other objection remains? 


through these public grounds to a great improve- 
ment, in which many of the States are interested. 
I think he is standing on the ground of consist- 
ency, or pride of opinion. When you wish to 
construct a railroad through my part of the coun- 
try, you do not ask me where it shall go. You 
run it where you please, and pay the damage. 
Here are public grounds belonging to the Gov- 
ernment. They say you shall not go through 
them; but yet you may go through the crounds 
of every citizen of the United States. I do net 
see that the Government ought to occupy any 
higher position, or enjoy any immunities, which 
its cilizens do not enjoy. 
But there is.another reason in support of this 
application. The railroad cannot be built in any 
other direction. I understand from the president 
of the company, who is here, that they have 
labored and toiled assiduously, time after time, 
to find a route which will not pass through these 
gro@™ds; but he tells me, that any other route 
will involve a large additional expense, nearly 
one third increase of distance, immense excava- 
tions, and a grade of eighty-two feet to the mile. 
All this is to be done, in order that the prejudices 
or the opinions of the Secretary of War may pre- 
vail over the country! 
I think there is an undue amount of interest 
felt by the Department on‘this subject. I speak 
it with all proper respect. This question has 
been here for three years. This bill passed the 
House of Representatives early in the present 
month. It came to us, and was referred to the 
Committee on Military Affairs of the Senate. It 
| was taken up by that committee, four of its mem- 

bers being present; was examined, discussed, and 

argued at some length. The result was, that 

three of the four members recommended the pas- 

sage of the bill. We reported it on the 12thday 

of May. A communication came to us, remon- 
| strating and protesting against it, from the head 
| of the ordnance department, after it had been 
examined by the committee, and when it was 
before the Senate for its action. That looks to 
me like pursuing the thing a little further than is 
exactly compatible with the dignity due to the 
senatorial branch of the Government. The com- 
| munication is dated on the 15th; the bill was 
reported to the Senate on the 12th; and this only 
| proves to my mind that there is rather iwore 
| feeling about the matter than | think itis entitled 


There is but || 


the use of locomotives passing through the ground. 
Itis feared that they may communicate sparks 
of fire to the magazine. How do the company 
In as fair, just, equi- 
table, and safe a mode as can be devised by the 
ingenuity of the Secretary of War. They pro- 
pose that, upon twenty-four hours’ notice that it 


naleither to receive or ship powder, they will not 
use locemotives at all, but will use horse power. 
Now, in the name of common sense, if twenty- 
four hours’ notice is not sufficient to protect them 
from sparks when there is no locomotive running, 
I should like to know what protection would be 
wanted. There is the whole controversy— 
locomotive wherthe Government is not receiving 
or shipping powder at the arsenal, or whether 
they shall be compelled to use horse-power all 
the time. 

1 submit to you, sir, and to every Senator here, 
if a great improvement like this—it is not a local 
improvement; it is one in which all the south- 
western States and all the northeastern States are 
interested—is to be sacrificed upon the whim and 
caprice of any man, I care not how great and 
how distinguished he may be. I have as much 
respect for the Secretary of War as my friend 
from Alabama; but I do not believe in his infal- 
libility. I concede to him infinitely more knowl- 
edge of military affairs than I arrogate to myself; 
but I think that | know just as much about the 
distancé to which a spark can fly from a locomo- 
tive as the Secretary of War; and that is the 
whole question. The simple question is whether 
there is danger of sparks from the locomotive 
communicating fire te the arsenal. How far is 
the arsenal from the railroad track ? Six hundred 
and fifty-two feet. Is there any man of sense 
upon this floor who believes that a spark from a | 
locomotive would, in all human probability or 
possibility, ever communicate itself at a distance 
of six hundred and fifty-two feet, and that, too, 
when the magazine is at an elevation of ninety || 
feet above the railroad track? The idea to meis | 
ridiculous. I say it with all proper respect. 

But in addition to that, Mr. President, when | 

| 


this arsenal was located, it was located within 
four hundred and twenty feet, I believe, of the 
boundary of the tract where the city extends and || 
is now built, and where there are lime-kilns and || 
othercombustible material. The papers on record | 
show that when the citizens of St. ould remon- | 
strated against that location in consequence of 

the supposed danger, the officers made a report 

saying that there was no danger at all. There 

was no danger from works four hundred feet off, || 
but it is said now there is danger from a railroad || 


to receive at the hands of the Department. 

The plain, simple questions for our consider- 
ation are, is this a work that ought to be con- 
structed; is it of great public utiliuy; and do you 
endanger the public interests of the United States 
by granting the right of way for it? Gentlemen 
| who believe that it will endanger the public in- 
terests ought to vote against the bill; but how 
can € man arrive at the conclusion that there is 
any danger from running a locomotive through 
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these crounds, when it will pass at a distance of 
six hundred and fifty feet from the arsenal, and 
the company bind themselves not to use locomo- 
tives at all while the Government Is receiving or 
shipping powder. I hope the Senate will, with- 
out hesitation, grant them the right of way, and 


fet them have the benefit of this great improve- || 


ment. 


Mr. GEYER. Mr. President, this is perhaps | 


one of the most important railways in process of 
construction in the valley ofthe Mississippi. It 
isa part of a line of road extending from the 
center of the State of lowa, through Missouri, 
Arkansas, and western Louisiana, to some point 


on the Mississippi river in the latter State. It is | 


known among us as the Mississippi valley road. 


That portion of it which extends from St. Louis || 


north is now in process of construction, and a 
part of itis in use. The portion which is called 


the Iron Mountain road extends from St. Louis | 
southward, and will have a branch to unite with | 


the eee at a point opposite, or nearly || 


opposite, Columbus, which will connect it with 
the southern line of roads on the east side of the 
Mississippi. lt was chartered at a very early 


period, and, as will be séen by the papers which | 
are now on file with this bill, before the United | 


States magazine was erected on the ground where 
it is now situated, 
now occupied by the marine hospital, or near it, 


It was then on the ground | 


within two hundred feet, perhaps, of the river, | 


where boats were constantly ascending and de- 
scending immediately under the bluff. After the 


charter of the road, 1t was understood very gen- || 


erally that the line most desirable to be occupied 
(if, indeed, there was any other practicable) was 
that along the river. 

It will be seen by reference to a document, a 


part of which I shall presently read, that at the || 


time when the magazine was constructed, the fact 
that the railroad was to run in front of it along 
the river, was understood by the officer under 
whose superintendence it was there erected. As 
has been stated by the Senator from Tennessee, 
an act in 1853 was passed, granting the right of 


way, which was accepted with certain proposed | 
conditions, but accepted on the terms offered by | 


the Secretary of War. 
have been conformed to except that for the erec- 
tion of a fence, and that for the use of horse- 
power instead of a locomotive in passing through 
the United States grounds. 

In order that this matter may be perfectlggun- 


derstood, I desire to state to the Senate that these | 


tracts are a considerable distance from each other. 
The arsenal tract is four arpens wide, fronting on 
the river, and nearly two miles below the point 
where the depot of the railroad will be. The 
lower end of the Jefferson barracks tract is some 
twelve miles along the line of the river below St. 
Louis. The Jefferson barracks tract is nearl 

three miles in length on the river. 
tion, therefore, of the Secretary of War, was to 
build a stone wall along the entire front of the 


Jefferson barracks tract of nearly three miles in || 
length, when there was not a foot of it behind | 


there inclosed. The arsenal tract was inclosed 
by a wall being extended below the original bank 
of the river, so as to occupy a portion of ground 
formed there by accretion. 

The company, in conforming to the first requi- 
sition of the Secretary of War—removing the 
road one hundred feet further east—were thrown 
immediately on the brink of the original bank of 
the river. The first effect of it was to throw the 
line directly upon a mill situate adjoining the 


arsenal tract, at the lower end of it on the south. | 


They were obliged to pay for that operation, 
having to purchase the mull and the ground, fif- 
teen or sixteen thousand dollars. If they are 
required—and the Secretary of War makes ita 
condition indispensable—not to use steam power 
in passing through any part of the public grounds, 
you will see at once the effect of it; the company 
must have their locomotives stopped at the south- 
ern extreme of the Jefferson barracks tract. They 


must there provide shelter, or a depot, for their | 


locomotives. They must then have a locomotive 
ready at the upper end of the tract, to take their 
cars from thence to the arsenal tract, and then 
attach horsesagain through the arsenal tract, and 
have another locomotive attached to their train 
when they get above; so that it will require twe 
extra depots for locomotives as well as two extra 


All those propositions | 


| 

| . 

|| the railroad. 
| 


ee 


locomotives for each train ascending or descend- 
ing that line of road. 

Now, Mr. President, 1 will inquire for a single 
moment, what great public good is to be achieved 

| by exacting this from the company? The argu- 
ment of the Secretary of War is, that the Jefler- 
son barracks is a dragoon station, and that the 
horses are likely to be alarm@ by the passage of 
the train—because you will serve it is not the 
locomotive that is to alarm the horses, for he 
requires not only that the locomotives shall be 
dispensed with, but also that there shall be a 
stone wall all along the whole front. The parade 
ground of the Jefferson barracks is on a bluff sixty 
feet above the level of the railroad; and a stone 
wall built along the road, in order to conceal the 
train, must be built high enough above the top of 
| the hill to prevent the horses from looking over. 
This wedi: perhaps, require itto be one hundred 
feethigh. Ido not know what the height is, but 
I know that it isa very considerable bluff. I take 
it that a board fence will answer the purpose@f 
concealing the train from the horses as well as a 
| stone wall. 

I will mention further that the Jefferson bar- 
racks are situated immediately on the bluff, as 
shown by a diagram which I have before me. 
The parade ground is half a mile in the rear, in 
the woods, anda man in the parade ground never 
could see a locomative passing along the railroad 
track. But, Mr. President, if dragoons, trained 
especially for service in the Indian country, can- 
not sit their horses when a locomotive is passing 
along, they had better be disbanded. They will 

| be of no use unless their training enables them to 
bear the passage of cars. 

Now, one word as to the use of the locomotive. 
| Senators have been informed very properly that 
this magazine, which was placed there after 1t was 
known that the road was to be constructed, is 


over six hundred and fifty feet from the line of | 


the road. 1 said yesterday that it was almost 

as near to the steamboats passing along the river, 

and that in atime of high water, they, using steam 
|as they pass, expose the magazine to quite as 
| much danger as alocomotive would. The steam- 

boats are running along that bank, perhaps, at 
the very moment when [ am speaking, within 
| within one hundred and fifty feet of the line of 
Instead of a chimney of the height 
| of that of a locomotive, they have chimneys 
eighty feet high or more; so that the magazine 
is in fact exposed to more danget from the steam- 
boats than it would be from a locomotive on the 
line of this rond. 

But, sir, when this magazine was being con- 
structed the persons living in the neighborhood 
remonstrated against it. It is not, as my honor- 
able friend from Tennessee supposes, in the city 
| of St. Louis, or near it; but it is in a densely-pop- 


|| ulated district, where persons occupy very small 


The proposi- | 


| tracts of land; and there are lime-kilns immedi- 
| ately in the neighborhood. Among the remon- 
strances was one from a Mr. Ivory, in January 
last, who alleged that it was exposed to great 
danger. A report was made on that subject by 
Major Beall, a part of which I will read: 

“As this site (a quarter of a mile square) is a quarter 
of a mile in breadth in a direction perpendicular to the 
private line of Kennilly, and a quarter of a mile in a direc- 
tion perpendicular to the line of the river, or parallel to 
Kennilly’s line, it is at once perceived that the magazine 
may be easily placed several hundred yards distant, both 
from Kennilly’s line and from-the railroad line on the 
river, Which, though it run through the tract, must neces- 
1 sarily, from the nature of the ground, run on the lower flat, 
} 

} 
i 


| near the river, and far away from the magazine ; so that 
the latter may, in all cases, be placed at ample distance for 
| security, both from the railroad line and from the private 
| line of Kennilly ; while it will be at a sufficient distance 
|| to the north from the barrack cluster of buildings for security 
to them.” 
'| This is the report of Major Beall in answer to 
| the objections made by those who had property 
| in the neighborhood, and who feared that by its 
|exposure, being in the vicinity of lime-kilns, 
| there might be explosions to their injury. 
| ‘There is one other objection made by the Sec- 
/retary of War, which is that this bill does not 
rovide that the company shall remove an old 
| building that is in the way there at the cost of a 
few dollars. ‘The Secretary supposes that it 
ought to be done at the expense of the company, 
however small or great the cost. I should not 
-have any objection whatever to a provision 
| requiring the company to remove that old build- 
‘ing; but it seems to me to be a very small affair 





BE. 


odie ania ee 
| . — 
| upon which toarrest the progress of an improve 
| ment of such immense importance to the no ; 
| densely-populated valley of the Mississippi te 
_the line of the river, Lavine commerce nea . 
equal to that of the Atlantic ocean. "y 

Mr. President, does this bill provide adequat 
security? It compels the company, in the firs: 
| place, to make a fence on each side of the teed, 
That was not in the bill which passed the Senate 
last year, which provided for but one fence, |; 

—_— requires the company to construct four eoy. 
ered ways, so that everything is provided fy, 
which is necessary in reference to the passage of 
horses from the parade ground, or from theiy 
stables to the water, and forthe reception of gy). 
| plies for the Army. It provides, also, that tho 
company shall use at all times the best guards to 
prevent sparks from passing from the chimneys 
of their locomotive; and again, that upon notice 
| being received at any time before powder ig to 
be carried to that magazine or shipped from jt 
they shall use horses only. They propose to do 
everything which, in my judgment, is necessary 
for the security of the public property. But he. 
yond that, if in the opinion of the President of tie 
United States—and we know what that means— 
if in the opinion of the chief of the proper depart. 
ment, when the thing comes to be reduced to 
practice, it should be found that a board fence jg 
not sufficient, the company are bound to erect q 
stone or brick wall, or an iron fence, as they shal 
be required. And withal, they are to be respons. 
| ible in damages for any injury that may be sys. 
| tained to the public property by the use of the 
road, 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Mr. President, I did 
not design to say anything further on this sub. 
ject when I last spoke on it; but the range whieh 
the debate has taken renders it necessary that 
something should be said in vindication of those 
whose duty it has been to guard the public inter- 
ests, and to advise Congress as to the proper 
course of actionon this matter. I am well aware 
that itis not a very gracious office to stand out 
in the protection of the public interests in th 
rigid discharge of duty against individual interest, 
You and I, sir, have often seen examples of this 
truth here. The Secretary of War had no mon 
agency than you had in being placed as the arbi- 
ter between Congress and this company. 
| Mr. GEYER. “I have not made any charge 
| against the Secretary of War. I understand him 
| to be attending exclusively to his own Department. 

I know that it is his business and his duty to 
| protect it, and to exact all the securities which he 
| thinks necessary for the public property. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I am aware of that; 
but it is not a pleasant duty for any individual to 
verform. When this subject was first broached 
batoke Congress the law then passed provided— 
| and it does net seem to have arrested the attention 
of Senators—that the Secretary of War should 
perform certain duties. The right of way was 
granted by the law. 

‘* Provided, That the route of the said railroad across 
| said grounds shall be approved by the Secretary of War, 
before the same is entered upon for the purpose of con- 
structing said road: 4nd provided further, That the same 
can be granted without detriment to the public interests, in 
the opinion of said Secretary of War.”’ 

Who constituted the Secretary of War the 
agent to judge whether the public interest would 
be affected ? Congress itself, without any agency 
on the part of the Secretary of War. I regretted 
to hear language fall from my honorable friend 
from Tennessee—although I am satisfied it could 
not have been in any ill-spirit—characterizing the 
action of that officer as whimsical. I venture to 
say that he who knows that officer well will never 
make such a charge against him serious!y and 
deliberately. 

My honorable friend from Tennessee, in a sub- 
| sequent portion of his argument, said he was 
satisfied that this functionary must be moved by 
a desire to keep up consistency in his position. 
Let me remind the Senator that he himself is not 
very consistent in discussing both branches 0! 
this subject. Such language [ dislike to hear ap- 
plied to an officer who, I am satisfied, attemp' 
nothing but the discharge of a public duty, thrown 
upon him without any agency on his part. He 
i 








who knows that officer knows that he is among 
the last to indulge in whim, or to persist in wrong 
merely for the sake of consistency. But, sir, we 
have asked him, as a coérdinate branch of the 
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Government, as an agent of this body and the 


other House, to say whether this gcrant would af- 
fect the public interest or not. W! 
Does he give you an abstractopinion of his own, 
op does he act the part ofa watchful sentinel guard- 
ing the public interest? He tells you that it is 
literally a question between breaking up the in- 
sitution there, or insisting on the requisition to be 
erformed as he desires it. He understands 
the matter better than I do; and when I asked 
for the reading of his letter, it was simply begause 
it came from a source entitled to credit, and Would 
make its impression on Senators here. 

The Senator from Missouri has said that, if 
this wall is to be erected, it must be one hundred 
fet high. If that be the fact, it only goes to 
show that the erection of a plank fence for the 
purpose is utterly impracticable. I understood 


the honorable Senator to say that the wall must | 


be one hundred feet high. 

Mr.GEYER. No,sir. What I said was this, 
that if it was to obstruct the view from the hill it 
must be that height. The hill away back look- 
ing down on the barracks is some sixty feet, I 
think, above the line of the road. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. 
of course only speak on the knowledge derived 
from the communication of the Secretary of War, 
and what [ hear from my friend from Missouri. 


| 


What does he do? || 





|| but new we are asked to relax them. 


I never was there, and || 


We all know that officer isa reasonable man; but | 


to require a wall to be constructed one hundred 
feet high of stones or planks would be absurd, 


because the ascent was so great as that it would | 


be beyond reach either of the arsenal or any other 
work located there. He desires to protect this 
post, and to make it permanent, for it is certainly 
better located for the purposes for which it is 
designed than any other place in the Mississippi 
valley. It is a point from which military sup- 
plies and all articles connected with the defense 


of the country on the Mississippi, above and || 


below, are to be drawn. If you examine the 
map you will find that you can get no other point 
in that region so accessible and so eligible for the 
deposit ofarms. Look at the vast amount already 
in store there; look at the vast public interests to 
be affected if the consequences predicted by the 
Secretary should ensue. 


The Senator from Missouri tells you that, in | 


order to accommodate the peculiar views of the 
Secretary of War, this road took a different 
direction, and paid for the destruction of a mill, 
perhaps $15,000. Did they pay a dollar for the 
wivilege of going through the public grounds? 
In all the donations which we ale for railroads, 
we go on the hypothesis that we improve the 


lands of the Government by giving to these com- || 


panies the right of way; but are the lands of the 
Government improved here? Not one dollar is 
asked on the part of the Government, from this 
company, for the privilege of running through 
these grounds; but all that we desire in return 
for this privilege is that proper protection shall 
be given to the public property and public inter- 
ests there. Suppose that the road went through 
individual property, I venture to predict thata 
larger amount than $15,000, the cost of this mill, 
would have been required by property holders 
through whose land it passed. But, sir, we have 
asked nothing—not a dollar. All we desire is 
the protection of the property there, belonging 
to the public, by the construction of a wall; and 
[have never understood that it was to extend 
three miles. I may be mistaken in that. I ask 
is the wall to be three miles in length? 
Mr.GEYER. Yes, sir. 


Mr. FITZPATRICK. I undetstood that it 


would be required only for about three fifths of a || 


mile. Such was my impression; but I may be 
wrong. Iam sure that no reasonable and liberal 
officers—such as I know the Secretary of War to 
be—would ever require a stone wall to be con- 
structed where the public interestdid not demand 
it. Ihave never understood that to be the posi- 
tion of the Secretary of War. I confess I have 
not had time to wade through all the papers; and 
1am not speaking accurately, because I am not 
fully informed on the subject. 

The Government has ead this company to 
have the right of way sixty feet in width directly 
through the public property, and has not asked 
a dollar in consideration of that grant. The Sen- 
ator from Tennessee has spoken of the consist- 
ency of the Secretary of War. Why, sir,if you 
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examine the correspondence on this subject, you | 
| will find that the Taretheve of the road accepted || 
the terms proposed by the Secretary of War. 
The letter of the president of the company ex- | 
pressly informed him so; but trusted that in the | 
future he would release some of the requirements. | 
Have they adhered to them? No, sir. 

The Senator fr Tennessee says that in his 
country railroads*¥an where they please. I fear 
that is to be the established doctrine in this land. 
We have had an illustration of it much nearer 
than St. Louis. The last Congress passed an act | 
forbidding the construction of a railroad crossing | 
Pennsylvaniaavenue in Washingtoncity; and yet 
it has been constructed in defiance of law; and 
now we are asked to allow it to run through the 
public grounds at the capital of the Union. Rail- 
road corporations generally have power, and they | 
use it to subserve their interests. 

As [ have said, this company did not adhere 
| to their agreement to stand by the requirements 
| of the Secretary of War. When they accepted 

his terms, | supposed the matter was settled; 
Does any 
man believe that, if a plank fence be once erected 
through the arsenal grounds near St. Louis, you 
will ever have a stone wall there? No, sir; the 
| command of the President of the United States 
| will not be sufficient to do it. The same power 
which adopts the plank road will ultimately re- 
lease them from the construction of a stone wall. 

These are my views on the subject. It is one 
in regard to which | have no feeling; but I really 
think that, when the privilege has been extended 
to this company of running their road through 
the public grounds without the Government re- 
quiring them to pay a cent, it is but reasonable 
and just that they should comply with the requi- 
sitions of the public officer who is charged with 
| this subject, and who can have no other desire 
than to perform his duty faithfully and consci- 
entiously to the Government, at the same time 
that he respects the rights of individuals. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I do not rise to 
make any remarks, but merely to correct my 
friend from Alabama on one point as to the length 
of the wall. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. I said that I was not 
accurately informed about it. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. The condition 
of tie Secretary of War is in the following 
words: 

“The railroad company to be required to place a stone 
wall, of such height as the commanding officer may desig- 
nate, between the road and the grounds occupied for mili- 
| tary purposes.’ 

That will make it three miles. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK I do not think it is so 
long as that. : 

Mr. WELLER. I might be disposed to con- 
| tinue the discussion, if it were not for the fact 
| that I discover that it is utterly unable to obtain 
the attention of Senators to-day. I take it for 
granted they have either formed their judgment 
on this question, or their minds are so much 
occupied with other matters as to prevent them 
from giving attention to this. Iam sure all that 
the opponents of this bill desire is, that the facts 
shall be understood by the Senate; that this is an 
effort on the part of this company to escape from 
| the conditions which were prescribed by the 
| Secretary of War, under the act of 1853. We 
| felt that it was our duty as members of the Com- | 
mittee on Military Affairs, representing so far as | 


erty which has been set apart for public uses. I | 
regret very much that my friend from Tennessee 
saw proper to insinuate that the Secretary of War 

| had exhibited an undue amount of interest in this 
question. He bases this insinuation simply on a 
letter which was written by Colonel Craig, of the 
Ordnance Department, after the committee had | 
reported the bill to the Senate. 





he fact-has already been disclosed that the | 


members of the Military Committee are divided 


on this question; three are in favor of the bill and | 
three against it. It was originally reported to || 


but four members in attendance. 
| which was afterwards sent to the Committee on 
| Military Affairs was sent at my own request. 1 de- 
| sired to obtain information from the Department 


| the Senate from the committee when there were 


| whieh 


we can the military interests of this Government, || 
to protest against the destruction of omen prop- || 


| of all the public improvements! 
| require the stone wall to be built! I want the 
| stone wall 


|| Government in regard to it. 
The letter | sition to the views of the War Department; I 
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my mind had irresistibly come when the bill was 
first presented for consideration. I requested 
the War Department to put me in possession of 
the facts; and it was in compliance with this re- 
quest that the Secretary of War wrote the letter 
the Senator now supposes exhibits an 
undue amount of interestin this question. The 
Secretary of War has no other interest, | am 
satisfied, than that which every public officer 
should feel in a question of this character. He 
needs no vindication at my hands. His ability, 
his efficiency, his patriotism, stand here undoubted 
and unquestioned. In the discharge of his duties 
as the head of the War Department, he has felt 
it obligatory on him to interpose objections to 
the desecration of these grounds for private pur- 
poses. 

Now, what does the Senator from Tennessee 
say? He says all over this country it is the cus- 
tom of railroads to take private property upon 
their making a fair and just compensation. om 
is a case where you propose to take public prop- 
erty for private uses. The Government of the 
United States can in no degree be benefited, as 
an individual would be, by the construction of a 
railroad through these grounds; but it is a naked 
proposition to take the public property which is 
required indispensably for the purposes of the 
Government, and to apply it to the use of this 
private company. 

I think we went far enough when, by the law 

of 1853, we gave to this company the right of 
way through these public grounds. The condi- 
tions upon which they were to pass through the 
grounds were prescribed by the Secretary of War; 
and no one can suppose that he would impose 
any other restrictions than those which, in his 
judgment, the public interest clearly demanded. 
He did impose restrictions, and as I said to the 
Senate yesterday, they were acceded to by the 
company; but now, at this late day, they come 
here and ask to be relieved from them. 

As I said before, it is useless to discuss this 
subject, because the Senate have either decided it 
in their own minds, or are indisposed to listen to 
its discussion. I have felt it to be my duty to say 
thus much in order that the Senate may vote 
understandingly on this question. If they are 
willing to take away this property to allow these 
men to run their road through the grounds on 
any other conditions than those which the head 
of the War Department has prescribed, let them 
vote for this bill. I shall move an amendment, 
hawever, which will require the company to con- 
struct a stone wall along that portion of the line 
between the road and the magazine. 

My friend from Texas tells you that a spark 
cannot fly six hundred and fifty feet, and that 
it is six funteed and fifty feet from where the 
locomotive is to run to the magazine. Now, 
everybody knows that, when bee are hauling 
powder backwards and forwards into a maga- 
zine, there is occasionally more or less of it spilled, 
and I apprehend some of it might be spilled within 
that six hundred and fifty yards of which the 
Senator speaks. But here is the security, says 
the Senator: if the Government sustains any loss, 
the company will be liable! You have $1,250,000 
worth of property there; and if, by a spark from 
the locomotive, your magazine should be blown 
up and all these buildings destroyed, bring your 


| action of damages against the company, says the 


gentleman from Tennessee ! 
that responsibility ? 

But there is a provision in the bill, he tells us, 
that, if the President of the United States shall 
hereafter become satisfied that it is necessary to 


Does he consider 


| construct a stone wall in lieu of the wood fence, 
| then he shall 


have the power to require it. 
When? After he has found its necessity by the 
blowing up of the magazine and the destruetion 
Then he is to 


ut up now. 
Mr. JOHNSON. As a member of the Com- 
mittee on Military Affairs I have looked into this 


| question sincerely and candidly. I am not the 


advocate of the views of any department of the 

am in direct oppo- 
consider them unreasonable and unsound; they 
have been so acknowledged by the Department 
itself, as the records and proofs in the handwriting 


| in order to justify me in the opposition to which || of its officers show. 
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It is said that Senators will not give their atten- 
tion to this subject. Gentlemen who are opposing 
the bill, and advocating the departmental side of 
this question, complain that Senators are not 
attending to the subject. 
short experience here, that whenever Senators 
are not giving attention, the ex cathedra view of 
a subject is that which is adopted. Against this 
I ain contending; I am asking that justice may 
be done. This measure has been passed by the 
House of Representatives two or three times, but 
it has failed in the Senate. The House of Rep- 
reselitatives is slow to give away any property 
or any privilege from this Government; that 
House is the branch where economy is sustained 
and enforced; but it has passed this bill repeat- 
edly out of regard and respect for a very high 


public interest, but the Senate has been heretofore | 


made the theater where the action of the House 
has been overruled. 
upon to reject it, because the committee is divided 
in opinion. The bill is for the benefit of a very 
high and important public interest. Itis to ac- 
commodate a road which is a link in a grand 
chain. Will the Senator from Missouri tell me 


the precise length of the St. Louis and Iron | 


Mountain road ? 
Mr. GEYER. About eighty miles. 
Mr. JOHNSON. It is the first step in a line 


of roads from St. Louis, in Missouri, to New | 


Orleans, upon the west bank of the Mississippi, 


of the construction of which there is no doubt. || 
Jt isalink inachain passing through my own | 


State. The General Government is not asked to 
aid in the construction of any part of the road; 


but we do ask that obstacles shall not be inter- | 
posed on account of what I may well characterize 
as the little petty jealousies of the military depart- | 


ment. We ask that it shall not be allowed to 
interpose obstacles to an enterprise of so much 


importance, which is to subserve so many inter- | 


ests of the public at large. 


Mr. President, the great obstacle in the minds | 


of thase Senators who support the views of the 


War Department seems to be, that the magazine | 


will be in danger of fire from the passage of loco- 
motives. lt has already been proved to the Senate, 
that the Department has not objected to a lime- 
kiln within four hundred feet of the magazine. 
We know that you might burn down a house on 
the top of a magazine without exploding it, be- 
cause it is fire-proof. ‘There is not a vessel of 


war which goes into conflict with an enemy which | 


has not her magazine below her machinery, oad 
directly under the men. There is not a battle 
which is fought on the land where the troops are 
not frequently carrying forward casks oo 


are compelled to do it; and how many accidents 
occur under such circumstances ? 


What is the character of a magazine? Is it one | 


of those flimsy buildings, with cracks through 


which the wind may blow, and sparks penetrate? | 


Surely not. What is the character of the casks 


of powder which will be transported from the | 


river to the magazine? Is there danger that the 
powder will be spilt all along the way? Clearly 
not. Whatdanger, then, is there that a magazine 
is liable to catch fire from the sparks of a loco- 


motive running at a distance of six hundred and | 


fifty feet? 

My honorable friend from California has gone 
into a caleulation of the amount of damages which 
would be sustained by the Government if the 
magazine were blown up, and he has told us that 
the company would not be able to pay those dam- 
ages. I trust this argument will not be sufficient 
to divert the Senate from the real point. Such 
an alarming contemplation of loss to this Gov- 


ernment has nothing to do, in my judgment, with | 


the question before us. The real point is,whether 
there is any danger to the magazine. 

Sir, l charge here (and if it is not trug let it be 
corrected) that the officers of the War Depart- 


ment themselves assented that this road should | 


run there, and the locomotive should pass there 
upon the condition that the company would agree 
to go around the barracks eight miles off. If it 
Is & matter of such serious danger as Senators 
suppose, why should this have been proposed? 
Itis an idle alarm. The Department were willing 


to trade away this danger for advantages to be | 


had elsewhere. This fact shows that this argu- 
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Sir, | know from my | 


The Senate is again called | 


| and fifty feet. 


bar- | 
rels of powder directly in the midst of fire; they | 








ment had no force with the Department, for they | 





were not faithful public servants if they would 
agree to mae off the danger of $1,000,000 worth 
of property being liable to be blown up, for ad- 


vantages to be derived from running the road | 


around the barracks eight miles off. 

The whole character of this opposition is, that 
this body, and the other House of Congress, the 
legislative power, have interfeged with the sanc- 
tity and the immunity of thatiieation which we 
find among us, called the military, and which in 
every country has steadily advanced in its grasp 
for power, and availed itself of every opportu- 
nity. I protest against its being permitted to 
come here, and for any little trivial interest of its 


own obstruct a great work of improvement like | 


this. If this station were a fortification, would 
any Senator consent that it should stand in the 
way? It is in the very center and heart of 
America, where no enemy will ever reach. It is 
not a fortification. j 
diery, a place of practice for horses of new 
dragoons. Who would not give it up for one 
yermanent, high, glorious, and prosperous work, 


| in behalf of the internal commerce of the coun- | 


try? 

The arguments which have been made use of 
on the other side have, I think, tended to divert 
the Senate from the true point. Objection is made 


| to Congress interfering with these grounds. Sir, 


according to my reading of the Constitution, 
there is nothing so sacred that the legislative 
power may not touch it. Now, when it is age 
posed to touch these grounds, it is said to be a 
‘¢ desecration.’’ If so, it isa beautiful and admir- 
able desecration for a noble, important, and 
highly necessary channel of commerce in the in- 
terior of the country. 

For myself I think that there is nothing in 


the alarm which is raised as to danger to the | 
This, in fact, is the only argument 


magazine 
which is really urged against this measure; and 
it is one which is entitled to no weight. It ap- 
pears, that in the opinion of the Department there 
is no danger of blowing up the magazine in con- 
sequence of a limekiln four hundred feet distant, 
but there is great danger from a locomotive run- 
ning occasionally at a distance of six hundred 

bears gentleman who lives in a 
cotton country well knows that the only protec- 
tion toa gin house, containing almostas explosive 
and inflammable an element as powder itself#dry 
lint cotton—consists in running a sheet iron pipe 
at the end of it, and a little wire netting over the 
top of it. How many accidents occur from that? 
We have very little fear of it. A fire scarcely 
ever takes place. 

This company agree that they will provide all 
things iho be required, and will even go 
to the preposterous extent of building a stone 
fence if the President requires it. We know that 
the President will require it if this kind of oppo- 
sition continues on the part of the Secretary of 
War. I can see no objection on this score. Sir, 
those of us who live beyond the Mississippi river 
live in much the weakest part of the country, in 
point of population and wealth. We have been 
struggling against difficulties and adversities un- 
known to any other portion of the Union, unless 
it be the Pacific coast. We are not to be allowed 
to intrude upon a beautiful play-ground, which 
is set apart for officers and soldiers, because it 
will interfere with their convenience! Our great 
works of communication, which are to benefit the 
whole country, are to be interfered with for the 
preservation of such a play-ground. I think this 
is-unjust. We ought to have the aid and the 
sympathy of the whole country in making these 
works, and petty obstructions should not be 
allowed to interpose. 

Mr. HAMLIN. It is very desirable that we 
should have an executive session, and I would 
suggest a postponement of the bill for that pur- 

ose. 

Mr. IVERSON. I have a few remarks to sub- 
mit upon this bill, but if it is not proposed to 

ress it toa vote to-day, I shall defer them. I 
ae some amendments to offer to the bill, but I 
shall not offer them unless it is the purpose of 
the Senate to dispose of it to-day. 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. T would willingly 
agree to postpone it for a week or ten days But 
for the peculiar circumstances which surround 
this company. When the bill passed the House 
of Representatives they apprehended no difficulty 
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_have a large amount of iron; and ever 





It is a play-ground for sol- | 


| Chamber comfortable for the summer. 
| fore offer the following resolution: 








here, and commenced to lay down the iron on th 
road. They have all their engines there; ca 
: : ner ; ything is 
in readiness awaiting our action. The president 
of the road has come here by express to ask 
Congress to settle the question one way oF the 
other. If we can pass the bill at all, we can do it 
in thirty minutes. If we delay it, we may not 
be able to have it acted upon for a month to come 
1 ask the honorable Senator from Georgia if he jg 
willing to postpone a great work like this and 
keep suspended fora month when it may as 


well be passed now as at any other time. [ am ° 


| not aware of any important executive business 


which requires our action to-day. I would rather 
that the nomination of half your officers should 


_ be postponed fora week or amonth than that this 
|| work should be delayed. 


Mr. CLAY. 1 think it is idle to press a voto 


| on this bill to-day, because it is manifest that tho 
| yeas and nays will be called upon it, and they 


there will not be a quorum in the Senate; and 


' hence you cannot get a decisive vote. There jg 
| no use in pressing it. 
| several Senators now in the Senate Chamber who 


I know that there are 


will not vote on it because they have paired off: 
and without them there will not be a quorum. | 
therefore move to postpone the further consider- 
ation of the bill until to-morrow. 
The motion was agreed to. 
RENOVATION OF THE SENATE CHAMBER, 
Mr. FISH. The time has arrived when it js 
customary to take up the carpets and do other 
things which are necessary to render the Senate 
l there- 


Resolved, That when the Senate adjourns, it be to Mon 
day next; and that when it adjourns on Monday next, it be 


| to the Thursday following. 


The resolution was considered by unanimous 
consent, and agreed to. 


BILL BECOME A LAW. 
A message from the President of the United 


States, by Mr. WessrTer, his oe ee informed 
the Senate that he had approved and signed an 


act (S. No. 104) for the relief of Captain Lang- 


don C. Easton, Assistant Quartermaster United 


| States Army. 


MESSAGE FROM THE HOUSE. 

A message was received from the House of 
Representatives, by Mr. Barcxray, Assistant 
Clerk, announcing that they had passed, without 
amendment, Senate bill making appropriations 
for the pores of certain claims; and Senate 
bill to change the place of holding the courts of 
the United States in-the district of Delaware; 
and, with an amendment, Senate bill changing 
the time of holding the district court of the 
United States at Wytheville, in the district of 
Virginia. 

Also, House bill (No. 409) granting to certain 
citizens of the State of Missouri the right to 
enter lands in the Plattsburg district in said State. 


ENROLLED BILLS SIGNED. 

The message further announced that the Speaker 
had signed the following enrolled bills: 

An act for the relief of John S. Pendleton; 

An act for the relief of Emma Bidamon; 

An act toincorporate the St. Thomas’s Literary 
Society in the District of Columbia; 

An act to transfer certain rights and duties 
conferred on the trustees of the town of Vin- 


| cennes, Indiana, to the Common Council of the 


city of Vincennes; 

An act for the benefit of the Hebrew Congre- 
gation in the city of Washington; 

An act for the relief of John Nugent; 

An act making a grant of land to the State of 
Louisiana, to aid in the construction of railroads 
in said State; 

An act granting public lands to the State of 
Wisconsin, to aid in the construction of railroads 
in said State; 

An act granting public lands in alternate sec- 
tions to the State of Alabama, to aid in the con- 
struction of certain railroads in said State; and 

An act making a grant of alternate sections of 
the public lands to the State of Michigan, to aid 
in the construction of certain railroads in said 
State, and for other purposes. 


HOUSE BILL REFERRED. 
The House bill (No. 409) granting to certain 
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’ citizens of the State of Missouri the right to 
le enter certain lands in the Plattsburg district, 
y in said State, was read twice by its title, and 
is referred to the Committee on Public Lands. 
7 pISMISSAL OF THE BRITISH MINISTER. 
. A message was received from the President of 
it the United States, by Mr. Sipney Wessrtex, his 
it Secretary. 4 
Mr. MASON. Iam informed that the message 

. from the President of the United States is of some 
d public importance; I ask, therefore, that it be read 
3 at once. ? 
a’ The message was read. It informs Congress | 
“ that the President has ceased to hold intercourse 
m with the Envoy Extraordinary and Minister Plen- 
{ jpotentiary of her Majesty the Queen of the 
s United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland 

near this Government. In making a communi- 
e cation of this fact, the President deemed it proper 
e to lay before Congress the considerations of in- 
n dispensable public duty which have led to the 
| adoption of a measure of so much importance. | 
5 Those considerations appear in the documents 
which he transmitted. 
Mr. MASON. ‘The papers accompanying the 


: message seem to be very voluminous. I suppose 

| jtis not necessary to read them all; but if any 

Mo Senator desires it, the last dispatch of Mr. Marcy 
may be read. 


The Secretary read the dispatch of Mr. Marcy | 
to Mr. Dallas, dated May 27, in reply to Lord | 


’ Clarendon’s dispatch of April 30. 

; Mr. MASON. I move that the message and 
mittee on Foreign Reiations, and be printed. 

the reading of the dispatch of the Secretary of 

State. Itisa powerful and conclusive analysis 

of the whole case. It appears to me that the honor 

of the country imperatively required the dis- 
missal of this officer. 
facts spread before the people. 


acreed to. 


“Mr. MASON. I read, as doubtless other Sen- 


Affairs, Lord Clarendon, has written in reply to 
the demand made by this Government for t 
call of Mr. Crampton, the British Minister, and to 


your table, is an answer. I was gratified to find 
that itg tone was temperate, courteous, and con- 
j ciliatory. It vontained a full, unreserved, and 
, unqualified disclaimer of all intended offense on 


- eS" 


; language which struck me as peculiarly emphatic 
: and well suited to the occasion. So far as the 
2 act of its minister here was concerned, the dis- 
yatch stated in substance that the contents of Mr. 

larcy’s letter had been made known to him for 

n the purpose of explanation, and that his own 


) Government was satisfied that their minister had | 


no desire or purpose to commit any infraction of 
our laws, or any disrespect to our sovereignty. 

r The whole dispatch of Lord Clarendon, as I 
have said, was conciliatory, and, as I thought, 
well and justly conceived; but it contained no 
special response directed to the demand of this 

y Government. The British Government did not 


say whether it would or would not recall its minis- | 


. ter;and I construed it to mean that if, as was stated 

; in the dispatch of Mr. Marcy, there yet remained 

» an opinion in the American Government that the 

British Minister here was unacceptable to it, they 

: did not feel themselves at liberty to interpose 
further. I so construed it. 

The very interesting and able document which 

, has just been read, 1 am gratified to find, is of 

the same character with the dispatch to which it 

is an answer. It, too, is temperate, calm, and 

, conciliatory. It receives, in the spirit in which 

3 it was offered, the disclaimer on the part of the 

British Government,-and I confess, for myself, 

. I thought itdue. After recapitulating the proofs 

§ implicating the British Minister here in acts dis- 

courteous to the country, which, whether so 

designed or not, were in derogation of the sov- 

j ereignty of the country, it was intended, as I 

d understand, to show the British Government that 

our self-respect required the original demand 

should be carried into execution. The British 

Government was therefore informed that the 
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——— documents be referred to the Com- | 


Mr. CASS. I have listened with pleasure to | 


My desire is to have the 
The motion to refer and print the message was | 
ators did, with great care and deliberation, the | 
dispatch which the British Secretary for Foreign || 
re re- | 


which the dispatch of Mr. Marcy, just read at | 


the part of the British Government, couched in | 


| British Minister continued unacceptable in this 
| country, without any imputations on him as a 
|| gentieman, or as a Minister representing, in his 
| own judgment, as he considered, in the best 
|, manner, the interests of his own country. 
|| Great Britain has been informed that, because 
of the relations which he had established here, 
he must continue unacceptable to us, and prob- 
ably could not be useful to his own Government. 
While I know, from the temper of our people, 
and I believe | know from the dispositions of the 
present Administration, nothing could be further 
from their purpose ordesign than to commit any 
discourtesy to the British Government, I hope, | 
from the character of the correspondence, no dis- 
| courtesy will be inferred. I can see none in the 
temper of the paper, and I can see none in the 
occasion; but I am free to declare, as a Senator, 
(and thus participating in the Government) that 
under the circumstances existing, under the proofs 
connecting the British Minister with the enlist- 
ments for the foreign legion of Great Britain, 
(however he may not have designed it—and I take 
his disclaimer as it has been given to us—how- 
'|ever he may have not designed to complicate 
himself with a question which would be offensive 
to our country, or a disregard of our laws,) the 
facts remain, that he did so, and there is no alter- 
|| native on the part of this Government but to dis- 
|| pense with his further residence among us. I 
can see no cause in the world even to alienate the 
two countries. I shall have misapprehended the 
dispatch of Lord Clarendon if it will not be re- 
ceived, as it was intended, to place this subject at 
the disposal of our Government, without constru- 
ing the dismissal of their minister into any dis- 
courtesy whatever. 

Mr.CASS. My friend from Virginia intended 
to move for the printing of an extra number of 
Mr. Marcy’s dispatch, but he omitted to do it, 
and I now suggest that it-is a measure which 
|| ought to be taken. The dispatch is a very import- 
|}antone. I have already expressed my gratifica- 
|| tion at its tenor, at its logical purport, and at its 
general character. It is written with great power, 
|| and in a tone of courtesy becoming our Govern- 

ment in its diplomatic intercourse. 

The suspension or interruption of diplomatic 
relations between two countries is a very ordi- 
nary event in the intercourse of nations, and 
cannot lead to war, unless one or the other of 


|| measure. 
such an act. In the first place, the British Gov- 
ernment should not visit its displeasure upon our 
| Minister in London by dismissing him. 

is no pretext for it. It is, 1 believe, the comity 
| of nations that, when a minister is offensive to 


should be recalled. An embassador, who is a 
| minister of the highest grade, and represents, as 
it is said, the person of the sovereign, is never 
sent to a European Government without, in the 


This is the common law of diplomacy. Leaving 
everything else out of view, I think the moment 
the British Government ascertained that Mr. 


and people of this country, it should at once have 


the desire of our Government. 

I repeat, the suspension of diplomatic relations 
is a very ordinary occurrence in national inter- 
course. 
to France in 1836, there had been no diplomatic 
intercourse between us and France for perhaps 
| two years previously. I did not 6° to France at 

once. I was instructed by General Jackson to go 
to England, and I went there and remained until 
through the British Government, it was ascer- 
| tained that it would be agreeable to the French 
Government to receive a minister from the Uni- 
ted States. I remained there until that answer 
came; and the answer was avery courteous one, 





satisfied with my reception. 

I merely allude to this circumstance to show 
that the suspension of diplomatic relations should 
not give serious cause of apprehension to any 
man in this country. The case of the dismissal of 
the British Minister in Spain is a very recent and 
well-known event. That act gave no serious 
| offense to the British Government. I need not 
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| result. 


the parties is determined upon that extreme | 
‘“ cause of war can arise out of | 
i 


There | 


the Government to which he is Accredited, he | 


first instance, ascertaining if he will be acceptable. || 


Crampton was unacceptable to the Government | 


cheerfully recalled him; but it has not seen proper | 
to do this, and now Mr. Crampton leaves here at | 


When I was commissioned as Minister || 


| 


and I immediately repaired to Paris, and was well. 
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review the circumstances. The occurrence is a 
well-known diplomatic fact. ‘The Spanish Gov- 
ernment sent the British Minister out of the 
country, and witheut the observance of much 
courtesy. England herself has sent an ambassa- 
dor home to his country under a guard. 

I repeat, unless England wants to go to war 
with us, no injury will result from the termina- 
tion of the diplomatic services of Mr, Crampton. 
If she is determined on war, and seeks only a 
tage that is another question. I do not be- 
leve she does, and have no apprehension of the 
I now suggest that ten thousand copies 
of this document be printed, as it is a very impor- 
tant one, apd will be read with interest by the 
American people. 

Mr. PRATT. Does the motion include the 
whole correspondence ? 

Mr. CASS. The dispatch of Mr. Marcy. 

Mr. MASON. I think it would be better to 
have an extra number of the whole correspond- 
ence printed. 

Mr. CASS. Perhaps so; it is an important 
element of history, and it is too extensive to be 
published by private enterprise. I move, then, 
for the printing of ten thousand extra copies of 
all the documents. 

The PRESIDING OFFICER, (Mr. Foor in 
the chair.) Under the rule of the Senate the 
motion for printing the extra numbers will go to 
the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. TOOMBS. While I agree with the hon- 
orable Senator from Michigan, that the dismissal 
of the British Minister does not necessarily lead 
to a disturbance of our peaceful relations with 
Great Britain, | must express my regret that the 
matter has taken this course. Our Government 
| having been satisfied, as it acknowledges, with 

the representations of Great Britain upon the 
question in dispute, ought to have allowed the 
British Minister to remain, as a necessary con- 
quence. It is in vain for this Government to say 
that the subject in dispute is satisfactorily ex- 
plained—to Tester that the apology or explana- 
tion of the British Government is aia and 
then to goonand remove the Minister who was the 
very occasion of the dispute. While Lagree with 
our Government that the explanation was suffi- 
cient, I think they greatly erred, after obtaining 
a sufficient explanation from the British Govern- 
ment, in interrupting the diplomatic intercourse 
between the two countries. 

Mr. CASS. I cannotagree with the honorable 
Senator from Georgia. Irepeatwhat I said ona 
former occasion, the error committed by this Gov- 
ernment was in not sending away Mr. Crampton 
as soon as his conduct was ascertained. I think 
it should have been done the very moment our 
Government found that he was an accessory to 
these proceedings. That error has, however, 
been repaired by the present measure, which, I 
think, is fully justified by the circumstances. 

If | understand it, for | heard somewhat indis- 
tinctly, Mr. Marcy has said, with due courtesy, 
that our Government exonerates the British Gov- 
/ ernment from the intention of violating our laws, 
but he does not exonerate Mr. Crampton. The 
responsibility of the minister is to his own Gov- 
ernment. That Government has not chosen to 
recall him. Heis, under the present circumstances, 
an unacceptable diplomatic agent—disqualified to 
| manage the concerns between that country and 
ours. He has placed himself in such a position 
that he is unacceptable to the American Govern- 
ment and people. Our Government has credited 
| the disclaimer of the British Government of any 
intention to violate our laws or our sovereignty; 
and, in my opinion, has gone quite as far, omy 
et Mr. 


f in a very different 


the least of it, as the facts justify: but 
Crampton has placed himse 
predicament. ' 
The misfortune is, that in our diplomatic inter- 
course with England she is prone to adopt a vo- 
cabulary of her own, or rather to affix new mean- 
ings to old words. She tells us, in effect, that 
‘* enlistment’’ now does not mean, as it formerly 
did, enlistment for military services, and as com- 
mon sense tells you it does; but that it means 
hiring a man to perform a railroad contract. It 
is an illustration of the position that ** occupy” 
does not mean “‘ occupy,’’ but means that you 
shall not hereafter acquire land. If, Mr. Presi- 
dent, you should make a contract, that after a 
given day you will not occupy any land in a 
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certain district, one would suppose it meant what it 
expressed, and thatafter that day you must cease 
your occupation there. Not so, says the British 
Government, it means quite another thing, that 
you shall not thereafter acquire any land within 
the prohibited district, but you may hold what 
you previously possessed ; or, in other words, 
ihat occupation means acquisition. Enlistment 
has now got to be a different thing from what it 
formerly was. We are told that it is no violation 
of our laws or sovereignty to hire men, and to 
pay their expenses to go to Halifax under the 
pretext of arailroad contract, and with the under- 
standing that they are then to enlist into the Brit- 
ish army. If the law can be thus avoided, it is 
not wortha straw. I think that, under the circum- 
stances which have been developed, Mr. Cramp- 
ton is useless in this country asa diplomatic agent. 
I say this without the least intention of uttering 
a harsh word in relation to that gentleman, who 
no doubt thought he was serving his own coun- 
try while violating the laws of ours; but I repeat 
that the moment this Government informed that 
of Great Britain that its minister here was unac- 
ceptable, he should have been gracefully with- 
drawn without hesitation and without complaint. 

Mr. TOOMBS. JI concur in the last remark 
of the Senator from Michigan, but we have got 
beyond that point, and I think the result is an un- 
fortunate one. When I rose before it was only 
for the purpose of expressing my disapprobation 
of this unfortunate result of the controversy. I 
did not choose to go into the enlistment question 
pending between the two Governments because I 
differed from my own. I think that matter has 
been pressed to a point rather of pettifogging than 
of statesmanship. I do not concur in the extent 
to which our Government has gone in construing 
our neutrality laws; 1 do not think the British 








Government has violated them in anything which | 


it hasdone. Ihave heretofore refrained from an 
expression of opinion on this subject because 
the negotiations were going on; and now that 
they have been terminated I take this occasion 
to express my disapprobation of the construction 


a by our own Government on the neutrality | 


aws of the United States. 
Mr. BUTLER. I think, with the Senator from 


Georgia, it is very unfortunate that the British | 


Minister has been dismissed now, after this pro- 
tracted correspondence. 
the Allies and Russia were engaged in war, it 
was highly proper for the United States to say, 
‘‘ Hands off!’’ so far as regards our own people 
in this controversy; and especially, in my opin- 
ion, as we had every reason, at that time, to 
conciliate, or at least not to offend, the Russian 
Government. 


and everything is on the ebb, I think this course 
is hardly proper. I do not say that the British 
Government has a right to take exception to it; 
but I would much prefer to have had+the thing 
done at once or notatall. I knowno reason why 
the two Governments should be involved in com- 
mercial difficulties and retaliation, much less in 
war. If the sword is to be drawn, I should re- 
gard itas a great calamity. I do not hesitate to 
say so. I would avert it, as far as I could, by 
my counsels; I would avert it, as faras I possibly 
could, consistently with the honor of my own 
country. 

The British Minister has been dismissed, and 
I suppose the developments will afford what our 
Government considers justification for it; but I 
think, considering the temper which pervades 
the correspondence of Lord Clarendon, (though I 
have not read the whole of it,) and the tone which 
now seems to pervade the public mind in both 
countries, this will be looked -upon as an inop- 
portune time for the dissolution of our diplomatic 
relations with Great Britain. I am sorry to say 
that such is my opinion. 1 know the sage coun- 
sels of my friend from Michigan will go very 
far, and his remarks may make an impression on 
the public mind in Great Britain, where mine, 
perhaps, will never even drop. 1 do not say that 
our Government is not justified; I only say that 
I think it has chosen a very inopportune time. 

Mr. MASON. I donot mean to continue this 
conversation, for it is such, further than to add 
a very few words. I understood the Senator 
from Georgia to say that, in his judgment, the 
laws of the United States had not been violated 


During the time when | 


After that occasion has passed, | 
when the subject has been lengthily discussed, || 
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| by the acts of the British Minister in the enlist- 
| ment matter. 

Mr. TOOMBS. Yes, sir. 

Mr. MASON. If his judgment be right, of 
course there was not only no ground for dismiss- 
ing the minister, but no ground whatever for 
complaint. Itis, then, a question of fact which 


whether the Senator from Georgia has taken a 
| correct view of the facts as shown by the evidence, 
| or whether the correct view has been taken by 
the Administration. But I suppose the Senator 
from Georgia will admit that, if the fact be other- 
wise, and if the British Minister, by his conduct 
here, did violate the laws of this country, the 
action of our Government upon it, whether de- 
layed too long or not, was rightful. 

I have now a word to say in reference to what 
has fallen from the Senator from South Carolina, 





| who, I know, looks as closely as any other Sen- | 


/ator to the honor of the country. He says he 
thinks the conduct of the Government may be 
justified. Sir, if the Government has done right, 
| its conduct is to be sustained and applauded. This 
| is the view which I take of it. The Senator from 
South Carolina says the time had gone by, the 
war was over, the occasion for these enlistments 
had ended, the public mind had assumed a more 
conciliatory tone, and that, because of the delays, 
it should have been looked on rather as a by-gone 
| affair. Sir, let the Senator remember that the 
| demand for the recall of this minister was made 
| in a dispatch dated at Washington on the 28th of 


|| December last, which reached the British Gov- 


| ernment in about ten or twelve days at the fur- 
| thest, and the reply was dated on the 30th day of 
| April. About four months elapsed between the 
| date of the demand and the date of the reply. 
During that period of four months the war was 
ended. We were not informed of the result of 
this demand until four months had thus elapsed. 
The British Government during that time sent to 
| Mr. Crampton to get his explanations, and was 
engaged in negotiating the peace. 
| satisfactorily explained as cause for delay. 


Our 


Government is certainly not responsible for that 


delay in any form. 

Then it results as I understand—such at least 
is my impression of the posture of the corre- 
spondence—that the British Government declared 
they gave no instructions which could be con- 
strued into a purpose on their part to violate our 
laws, or show disrespect to our sovereignty. They 
endeavor to show that, so far as the British Gov- 
ernment are concerned, it has not been done. 
They regret that we should have entertained such 
an opinion. They disclaim it. It is very well 


fectly acceptable to our Government, and is so 
| declared most explicitly. 

3ritish Minister 

no more than say that the minister disclaimed 
such a purpose to them. 
satisfied that, although the minister did disclaim 
it, and doubtless disclaimed it as a fair and honor- 
able man—I do not mean to question that—the 


that he did violate our laws. In my judgment, 
therefore, if this Government had ‘led ‘to dis- 
miss the British Minister, the British Government 
failing to recall him, they would have been dere- 
lict in their duty. 

Mr. CASS. Mr. President, in my opinion we 
owed it to our position among the nations of the 
world to dismiss Mr. Crampton. We could not 
have maintained our character without doing it. 
The Powers of Europe were watching our course. 
We demanded his recall when England was en- 
Faced in war. We got no satisfactory answer. 

he facts are all disclosed now in time of peace, 
when the heavy pressure on England is removed; 
and for one, as an American, I do not want it 
said that we made a demand when England was 
engaged in a mighty conflict, and now, when her 
difficulties are removed, abandoned the just rep- 
aration we demanded. In my opinion we should 
have received the contumely of the world if we 
had not brought this matter to its present con- 
summation. 

The honorable Senator from Georgia says there 
was no justification for this course. Sir, I be- 
| lieve there is ndta nation of Christendom, and 
| hardly a Mohammedan or a Pagan one within the 
| verge cf civilization, which does not prohibit the 





will go to the country, and the country will decide | 


All this was | 


done onthe part of the British Government—per- | 


y. Asto the acts of the | 
1ere, the British Government do | 


Our Government are | 


. . . | 
facts remain proven to this Government showing | 





’ 

| enlistment of its inhabitants within its dominions 

whether in the form of a railroad contract or 
war contract, for the purpose of hostile operations 
against a friendly Power. That we did so wa: 
perfectly well known to the British Government 
and to Mr. Crampton from the commencement 
of the recent European war. In fact, it appears 
by the report of the Department of State, that 
when the war first broke out, the Secretary & 
plained to the French and British Ministers, who 
called upon him together to announce that event 
our dugy and our policy, under the circumstances. 
and I believe furnished them with copies of oyy 
statute upon this subject. It was sent by the 
British Minister to his Government, so that jo. 
norance in this case cannot be offered as an ex. 
euse. After a while England got pressed for 
men. She had more money than soldiers. Then 
was contrived what was called the Foreign Ep. 
listment bill for the purpose of procuring recruits 
for her armies in foreign countries. Able men jn 
England opposed to the Ministry, such as Mr. 
Cobden and others, warned Parliament of the 
difficulties to which that measure would lead. [ft 
has led precisely as Mr. Cobden foretold, into 
serious difficulties with us. 

The British Government said they were told 
that men in this country wanted to go to the 
Crimea. Men may have been deluded into that 
service; but for them it was a most unfortunate 
delusion. _The proposition undoubtedly went 
from the British Munister here, and, I have no 
question, was the result of his interviews with 
persons who desired to manage the affair for their 
own personal advantages. Any man inthis coun- 
try, seriously intending to leave it to join the 
British army in the Crimea as a private, would 
have been fitter for an insane hospital than for a 
warlike camp. Here, free, comfortable, and, if 
industrious, well paid, and with an encouraging 
future before him; there—butI need not say what 
was before him but death. The British Govern- 
ment may have been deceived; how Mr. Cramp- 
ton could be with his knowledge of our coun- 
try is incomprehensible to me. Still, ordinary 
on in the men at the head of military affairs 
in England ought to have saved them from this 
false movement—ought to have taught them that 
this was no country to come to recruit men for 
European armies. ‘The expense in proportion to 
the success was enormous; and will, I ub fut- 
nish a lesson of precaution for the future. 

What was the operation of this matter? No 
candid man, looking at the facts as disclosed in the 
Philadelphia trials and otherwise, can doubt that 
the true purport of the instructions was this: Get 
men in the United States; but do not get caught; 
take careand avoid any violation of their laws; but 
the men you must get. Call thém railroad labor- 
ers and send them to Halifax under a contract 
to enlist there, and provide them with their 
passage. 

This‘is the plain English of the matter when 
divested of its diplomatic garb. No man can 
look over the whole papers and read them with- 
out being satisfied that this isso. The British 
Government knew that the proceeding was against 
our laws, as a similar proceeding would have 
been against their own. Mr. Crampton knew it. 
Of course we are ignorant of the language of the 
instructions, but their purport is sufficiently dis- 
closed by the occurrences. 

Do not get caught, was the practical injunction. 
But some of the offenders have been caught; and 
I repeat that our national character and our stand- 
ing among the nations of the world require that 
Mr. Crampton should return home by the act of 
this Government, as he has not been called home, 
as he should have been, by the act of his own. 

Mr. TOOMBS. I had not intended, by the 
few words which I uttered simply as an expres- 
sion of my own opinion, to draw out this debate, 
and evoke the comments of the honorable Sen- 
ator from Michigan. I am afraid that the prin- 
ciple upon which the Senator from Michigan has 

laced this matter is the very one on which our 
Goverament hasacted. Itis one which I heartily 
disapprove of. The Senator says that we could 
not Maintain ourselves before the nations of the 
world if we madea demand on England when she 
was under the pressure of war, and then aban- 
doned it when peace was restored. : 

Mr. CASS. State the whole of my propos!- 
tion, if the Senator pleases. 
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Mr. TOOMBS. I will do so; or the Senator || engage persons to enlist, but to offer inducements 
|| for a man on American soil to leave it and go on 


can do it himself. 

Mr. CASS. I did not say that that was the 
re ason. I said distinctly that the acts of her 
minister had injured our sovereignty and nation- 
ality, and now this is not the time to give it up. 

Mr. TOOMBS. At any rate the Senator inti- 
mated that that might be a reason. I say itisa 
reason Which ought not to operate upon a great 
Government like this. | 
coming for this Government to make a demand, | 
orto allow it to be suspected that it made a de- 
mand, on account of the peculiar position of | 
England. Such an act would be offensive in any 
nation. Above all would it be improper for this 
Government to allow, a state of peace or war be- | 
tween England and France and Russia to have | 
the slightest influence on her conduct. When | 


It would be — unbe- || 
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the Government of the United States accepted the || 


explanation of England as perfect, the other con- | 
sequences ought to have flowed from it. I am 
afraid that it has resulted from an idea of what 
other people might think as to our maintenance | 
of our national honor. In my judgment, there 
is a safer rule for maintaining national honor. It 
is not to be found in the opinion of others, but to | 
pursue the course dictated by justice. 
Now as to the other question: to enlist men in | 
this country, 1 admit, is against our laws; but | 
deny that what the British Government did was 
aviolation of them. If the British Minister had | 
issued proclamations, and stuck them on this | 
Capitol, stating that American citizens who chose | 
might go to Halifax and there be enlisted to take 
sides for Russia or for England, it would not be 
a violation of the neutrality laws of the United 
States. I hold to the right of expatriation. I 


hold to the doctrine of Mr. Webster in his letter || 


to Mr. Hiilsemann. They had a perfect right to 

go there. This whole dispute has been a tech- | 
nical argument about engaging them to go to | 
enlist. I think the question is too small a one to 

be made a matter of grave demand between two 

Governments. The moment the British Govern- 

ment disclaimed, as it did from the beginning, | 
any idea of violating our sovereignty or territo- | 
rial rights, our Goverement ought not to have | 
gone into matters of conflicting proof as to what | 
had been done by the British Government and 
British Minister. When they disclaimed any 
idea of violating our laws,’or interfering with our | 
sovereign rights, the questions in regard to oaths 

at criminal court trials ought not to have been 
allowed for one moment to make an issue with 
Great Britain. She disclaimed it; so did her | 
minister. Whether that disclaimer was true or 
false, the national honor was satisfied, and the 
question ought te have remained there. Such is 
my judgment. 

Mr. PRATT. There is one fact which I wish | 
to state, which I think has not been alluded to 
by others, namely: that the letter of apology on 
the part of the British Government is dated after 
the peace lately established between the Powers 
of Europe. Then, whatever may have been the | 
state of affairs at the time when the offense was 
given, England was certainly relieved from all | 
expectation of difficulty with any European 
Power at the time when she made this apology 
which has been admitted by our Government to | 
be acceptable. The offense charged was, that 
she attempted to enlist soldiers while engaged in | 
a war with a Government with which we were 
at peace. Her Government has, in a letter dated 
the 30th of April, since peace has been estab- 
lished in Europe, disclaimed any intention of 
violating the law, of the violation of which we 
complain. Our Government say this is entirely 
acceptable to them. I concur, then, with the 
Senator from Georgia, and others, in saying that 
I think it was beneath the dignity of this Gov- 
ernment to turn off the mere agent of the British 
Government, who has made a similar disclaimer, 
when the British Gevernment itself is relieved 
from all responsibility. 

Mr. MASON. Mr. President, it isthe tendency 
of the human mind to differ on facts as they are 
presented, to draw different inferences and differ- 
ent conclusions. The honorable Senator from 
Georgia construes the enlistment laws in a man- 
her very different from that in which I con- 
Strue them, and in which they have been con- | 
Strued by the federal courts. It isa breach of | 
those laws, as 1 understand them, not only to 








| 


a foreign soil to enlist in a foreign service. The 
Senator from Georgia says he does not under- 
stand this to be any violation of law; in fact, he 
went so far as to say thatif the British Minister 
had set up a proclamation here on the Capitol, 
under his own name, informing persons in the 
United States, that if they would go into the 


adjacent British dominions they would be enlisted, | 
| it would have constituted no violation of the | 
I take issue with the Senator | 


neutrality laws. 
from Georgia, but I shall not go into the argu- 
I understand,that the Federal court at 
Philadelphia decided the direct opposite. I cer- 
tainly should have so decided if I had been in the 
court. lapprehend that, when the correspond- 
ence is examined, the facts will be found to be 
substantially these: the British Minister at Wash- 
ington undertook to construe our laws for him- 
self, and to determine what acts he could do and 


|| what acts he could not do in reference to them. 


His opinion is, that what he did, did not contra- 
vene our laws. Our courts have decided that it 
did contravene them, and our Government has so 
decided. If the fact be that he did violate our 
laws, he ought not to remain, and he has been 
dismissed in consequence of it. 

Mn HAMLIN. Is there any question before 
the Senate ? 

The PRESIDING OFFICER. The 


motion 


for printing extra numbers of the correspondence | 


goes to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. My colleague on the 
committee [Mr. Jounson] and myself have con- 
sulted upon the matter, and, as the document is 
one of great interest and importance, we have 
agreed to report at once in favor of printing ten 
thousand extra copies. 

The report was concurred in. 


On motion of Mr. CLAY, the Senate ad- | 


journed. Sl ee he ee 
HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
. Tuurspay. May 29, 1856. 
The House met at twelve o’clock, m. Prayer 


|| by the Chaplain, Rev. Danie, Waxpo. 


The Journal of yesterday was read and approved 
ASSAULT ON MR. SUMNER. 
Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio, presented the fol- 


lowing resolution; which was read, considered, 
and agreed to: 
Resolved, That the select committee appointed, under the 


resolution passed on the 23d day of this month, to investi- | 
|} gate the matter of the alleged assault on the Hon. CHar.es | 
|| SumNER by the Hon. Pres'ron 8S. Brooks, a member of the | 


House, may present their report, or reports, with the jour- 
nal of their proceedings and the testimony, at any time 
when the House is in session, and thereupon the same shall 
be laid upon the Speaker’s table and printed. 


| VINCENNES AND DUBUQUE LAND OFFICES. 


Mr. MILLER, of Indiana. I call up the mo- 
tion to reconsider the vote by which Senate bill 
(No. 217) tocontinue the land offices at Vincennes, 


Indiana, and also at Dubuque, lowa, and to as- | 
certain and adjust the titles to certain lands in the | 
| States of Indiana and Illinois, formerly included 


within the Vincennes land district, was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands. 
Mr. BRENTON. Tosavethetime of the House 


in reading the bill, I will state that the first pro- | 


vision of the bill is simply to revive, for one 
ear, an actof the last Congress which expired b 
imitation. I will state further, that a similar bill 


| has been before the Committee on Public Lands 


i 
1 
' 


of this House, which has been reported back, and 
now stands upon the Calendar of the Committee 
of the Whole. The Senate have passed this bill, 
and attached to it a provision in reference to a 
land office at Dubuque. The object of the first 
provision of the bill will be seen ty examinin 
the reports of the Secretary of the Treasury an 
of the Commissioner of the General Land Office 
in relation to it. It is simply that the land office 
in Vincennes shall continue in existence lon 
enough to have all the claims investigated whic 
have been existing there for the last fifty or sixty 
years, involving the titles to land throughout the 


whole extent of country embraced in the land | 


district. The provision in reference to Dubuque 
is rendered necessary, I believo, for this reason, 
that the receiver of public moneys at. Dubuque is 
the receiver general of all the public moneys in 
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that section of country, and it is therefore import- 
ant that the receiver at Dubuque be continued in 
office for the present. 

These are the objects, as I understand, of the 
bill. They are purely local in their character, 
They are designed to accomplish the purposes 
which I have mentioned. That partof it calehene 
to the Vincennes land office expires within twelve 
months. It not only affects the interests of the 
people of Indiana, but of the people throughout 
the whole extent of that country. Its object is 
to settle the titles that have been in controversy 
there for the last fifty years. The whole country 
is interested in it. I can see no reason, therefore, 
for delay, or why it should not be properly acted 
upon now. At the time the commission expired 
under the former law, there were, as reported by 
the Commissioner of the General Land Office, two 
hundred and twenty cases standing on the docket 
undisposed of. This bill is simply to continue 
that commission for the purpose of investigating 
these cases; and when they will have been inves- 
tigated, and the reports made to the Department, 
the law ceases. All this can be done within 
twelve months. If not, the law itself expires. I 

| See no necessity for continuing debate upon the 
bill, and think the bill should be passed at once. 
The business to be attended to is of such a char- 
acter as that it should not be delayed. 

Mr. LETCHER. I do not know anything 
about this Vincennes land office; but I know this, 
that as to the section providing for keeping the 
land office open at Dubuque, it is just about as 
necessary a thing, after the action of the House, 
as to puta fifth wheel to a wagon. The House 
has already undertaken to give the most princely 
donations of lands to Iowa for railroad purposes; 
and after all that is done it is now proposed to 
burden the Government with the expense of keep- 
ing open the land office there, while there can be 
no advantage derived from it except to those offi- 
cers who draw their salaries in connection with it, 

Mr. BRENTON. The object,as 1 urderstand, 

|| for the continuance of the land office at Dubuque, 
is not so much to benefit the country on the sub- 
| ject of public lands; but the receiver’s office there 
is the place of deposit for all the public moneys 
paid in that pees of the country. It is really 
one of the sub-treasuries. If that office be vaca- 
|| ted, then there must be one established in a dif- 
|| ferentdirection. But while the office is continued, 
| the receiver continues to discharge those duties 
in addition to such as he may be required to per- 
|| form as receiver of the public lands. That is the 
object which, as I understand, the Senate designed 
to effect. 

Mr. LETCHER. The amount of it is just 
this: that you are to keep open a land office with 
all the paraphernalia, and pay all the salaries, for 
the purpose of keeping up a depository for the 
publi money. It seems to me that the public 
moneys deposited can be taken care of by one of- 
ficer, as wellas by the set of officers which it will 
be necessary to have if ye keep open the land 
office. I think that the least the House can do, 
after giving away the public lands, is to shut up 
the land office. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Wisconsin. I think, 
Mr. Speaker, that the bill is a very proper one-— 

| particularly the section that is objected to by the 
gentleman from Virginia, [Mr. Lercner.| It 
simply proposes to authorize the President, if. he 
| deems it expedient, to keep open the land offices 
at Vinee and Dubuque for a longer period 
| thar, that which the law now directs. The law 
now requires that, when the public lands shall 
| have been entered up till there are less than one 
|| hundred thousand acres, the land office shall be 
| closed there. There are special reasons, how- 
ever, why the land office at Dubuque and some 
| other offices should be kept open, even when the 
| amount of land remaining is less than one hun- 
| dred thousand acres. It is well known that a 
| very large quantity of land has been entered 
| under the graduation law. In the Dubuque land 
| district several hundred thousand acres have been 
= entered. In the district in which I reside, 
i 
' 
1 
| 


four hundred thousand or five hundred thousand 
acres have been entered under the graduation 
aw. A very large number of these entries are 
contested. They are virtually hung up, They 
are not patented, nor will they be—many of them 
perhaps—for some months. In the mean time the 
public lands may be reduced, so far as the records 
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of the office show, toa less quantity than one 
hundred thousand acres. But suppose it should 
happen that these craduation entries are not con- 


| 


firmed, as possibly they may not, they will then | 


be thrown into market; and they will thus make 
the ‘public lands in market over one hundred 
thousand acres. 

There is another reason why the land office 
should be kept open in this district. Many mat- 
ters of testimony have to be taken in cases of 
graduated entries. The proper place to do that 
ie the local land office. Shut these offices, and 
the facilities for taking that testimony are taken 
away. 
isa very proper one. I objected on yesterday, 
when it was proposed: to consider the bill, be- 
cause [ had not examined the bill. From an 
examination made since I am satisfied that the 
bill issa proper one. 


| have prepared an amendment, which I send || 


to the Clerk’s desk to be reported. It meets with 
the approval of the gentleman from Indiana. It 
merely allows the President of the United States 
to keep open the land office when the quantity 
of public lands falls below one hundred thousand 
acres, if he deems it expedient to do so. 

The Clerk read the amendment, as follows: 

“In the following section, after the words, “State of lowa,”’ 
insert the words, ** and the mineral land office in the State 
of Wisconsin. ”’ 

Sec. 11. dnd be it further enacted, That the President be, 
and he is hereby, authorized to continue the office for 
the Dubuque land district, ia the State of lowa, for such 
length of tune as, in his opinion, the public interests may 
require, and notwithstanding the public lands remaining 
undisposed of within the limits of said district may be re. 
duced to less than one hundred thousand acres. 


Mr. LETCHER. Mr. Speaker, I hope there 
will be no discretion left to the President of the 
United States in regard to this matter. If a ma- 


land offices open, let that majority so direct; but 


do not let those gentlemen give this matter to the 
President, and then say that the responsibility is 
not on them, but on him. I am in favor of ii for 
another reason. ‘There is a majority in this 
House who have carried these railroad measures 
through. Idesire, inasmuch as that majority are 


J think, sir, that this section of the bill | 


jority on the other side of the House are determ- | 
ined to make this oo pene by keeping these | 


advocating these additional expenditures, that the | 


fact shall go forth to the country that they are 
responsible for the increased expenditures of the 
Government, and for a wholesale squandering of 
the public land. 


Mr. SCOTT. Mr. Speaker, Iam sorry amend- | 


ment is proposed to the original bill. Tt would 
not be done, 1 am sure, if gentlemen were fully 
aware of the importance of the speedy passage 
of this measure to the people of my district, and 
to a large part of the State south of it. I do not 
object to amendments, however, if it be necessary 
for other sections of the country. _ 


I am satisfied the gentleman from Virginia 
would not press his objection, Mr. Speaker, if he | 


were cognizant of the factsin this case. The last 


Congress created a court, or commission, for the | 
determination of old land titles, which have been | 


in a condition of uncertainty for fifty years. 


Those titles can only be settled by that or some | 
other commission, in the way proposed by the | 


bill. There are on its docket some two hundred 
cases,and they have all been suspended by limita- 
tion of the law. ‘Testimony has been partly taken. 
Parties have incurred expenses, and all this will 
be for naught, unless a continuation*be made for 
the space of a year, or so long as may be actually 
necessary. It will be a great hardship for our 
people to go for the transaction of the business 


relating to their land titles, to Indianapolis, to | 


which the land office has been transferred. 


Gentlemen do not understand the condition of | 


those land titles. They are old locations, old 
donations, and old entries, overlapping and cov- 
ering each other. ‘They run over 
counties. It is impossible to get at them in any 
other way than that proposed. My colleague has 
stated the difficulty relating to the titles. 
object to the amendment of the gentleman from 
Wisconsin. 
will both pass. Iam willing to leave the matter 
to the discretion of the President of the United 
States, or to any other of the executive officers of 
the Government. I see no other practicable 
remedy. Ihave not voted for the railroad bills 
referred to by the gentleman from Virginia; I 


ve or six | 


do not | 


I hope the amendment and the bill | 


| 


| ter with his own party. j 
| discretion enough. I know that they have ability | 
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have voted with that gentleman. As I have gone dollars a year. It will be recollected that during 


with the gentleman tn those cases, | hope now 
that he will make no strenuous opposition to this 


bill, when it is proposed to leave the matter dis- 


cretionary with his own President. 

Mr. LETCHER. 
me to make a remark just here? 

Mr. SCOTT. Certainly. 

Mr. LETCHER. I never makg any bargains, 
either in regard to this or anything else. I take 
my own course, whether it be agreeable to my 
friends or opponents. 

Mr. SCOTT. 1 ask the gentleman to make 
no bargain. He referred to the responsibility in 
this matter,and the railroad bills. | 
that I am willing to leave a discretion in this mat- 


sufficient. I have confidence enough in their 
ae? I leave the subject where the law leaves 
it. Ido not believe that the gentleman’s party 


Will the gentleman allow | 


merely state | 


I hope that they have | 


will squander the public money unnecessarily In | 


| this case; and they have no opportunity by this 


means if they desire to. 
Mr. SANDIDGE. I wish to say a word on 
this subject. There is not a gentleman froma 


| land State who does not know that by operation 


of law the issuance of patents for hundreds and | 
thousands—ay, millions of acres sold undér the | 


graduation act, 1s now suspended. The purchas- 
ers of those lands know that fact—the patents are 
not confined. Yet those lands stand on the books 


| of the land office as sold; and in this way it is 


that the amount of lands in districts falls below 


| the one hundred thousand acres, and the land 


offices are discontinued. Then, instead of giving 
the proofs, &c., demanded by the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office near to the place of 
entry, they are compelled to go off hundreds of 
miles for that purpose. 


terest of the settlers, will vote for this bill. 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I think that this 
bill should go for examination and discussion to 


the Committee of the Whole on the state of the | 


Union. The ninth section of the bill ts as fol- 


lows: 


Src. 9. And be ut further enacted, That the commissioner | : 
|| land claims. 
a full compensation for his services, a salary at the rate of | 


appointed under this act by the President shall receive, as 


$3,000 per annum, payable quarterly out of the Treasury; 
and the register and receiver shail receive such compensa- 


tion for their services under this act as may be just and | 
proper in the discretion of the Commissioner of the General | 


Land Ojfice. 


This bill, then, creates a commissioner, who is | 
It also | 
continues the register and receiver at that land | 
office; but it does not prescribe the compensation | 
| they shall be entitled to. 
| shall receive such compensation as the Commis- | 
| sioner of the General Land Office shall deem right | 


to receive a salary of $3,000-per annum. 


and proper. The salaries of registers and receivers 


throughout the country are fixed by law; and I | 
do not see why an exception should be made | 


here, and the salaries allowed to be fixed by the 
Commissioner of the General Land Office. Sir, 
he is not limited by the present compensation, 
which the law provides shall in no case exceed 
$3,000 to a register or receiver. I believe, sir, 
that the present law provides that the register and 
receiver shall each receive $500 salary, and, in 
addition to that, two per cent. upon the amount 
received at their office—being one per cent. to 
each officer—and that the fees and salaries shall 
not exceed $3,000. 

“Sir, at the land offices in districts where all, or 
nearly all, the lands are entered, these officers, are 
to be continued, and not continued at the com- 
pensation paid at other land offices, but their com- 
pensation is to be hereafter fixed by the Commis- 
sioner of the General Land Office, without any 
limit at all. Whatever the Commissioner in 
his discretion thinks proper to allow them, he 
is authorized, under that section, to determine 
that they shall receive. 

Mr. FULLER, of Maine. I would ask the gen- 
tleman from Tennessee to inform the House what 
salary is paid by the State of Indiana to its Gov- 
ernor. : 


Mr. JONES. 
s. 
Mr. FULLER. I would propound the ques- 


tion to the gentleman from Indiana. 


Mr. MILLER, of Indiana. Fifteen hundred 


E I do not know what the amount 
1 


I hope, then, that those 
| who have of late talked so much about the in- | 


It only says, that they | 


, 
i} 
| 
| 
| 


the Thirty-Third Congress, there was a bill 
| passed by which a commission was created for 
the purpose of adjusting the land claims in tho 
Vincennes land district. *The gentleman from 
Tennessee [Mr. Jones] states that the commis. 
| sioner receives three thousand dollars per annum 
| I submit to that gentleman whether the sum of 
| three thousand dollars is too large to compensate 
| a commissioner skilled in the law, whose duty jt 
is to examine titles to land, and to make a re port 
| But the position which the gentleman from Tey. 
nessee occupies is based on an error as to facts 
in regard to registers and receivers. The salaries 
of these officers are fixed by law; and all that 
this bill proposes is to allow them extra pay for 
extra services in adjudicating titles, where a con. 
flict arises between claimants and occupants. | 
proposes that, for extra services performed jn 
| investigating the rights between the claimants of 
the lands and the occupants, the Commissioner 
of the General Land Office shall be authorized to 
allow such compensation as he thinks those ger. 
| vices demand. Will any gentleman—can any 
gentleman—can even the gentleman from Tenp- 
essee, with all his regard for economy—a repu- 
tation which he has earned by years of vigilant 
guardianship of the public Treasury, (and, let 
me add, a reputation of which any member ought 
to be proud,)—can he deny that this is just and 
fair? ‘ 

The reasons for the creation of the commis- 
sion are these: The act of Congress of 179} 
provided for ‘* granting lands to the inhabitants 
and settlers at Vincennes and the Illinois countr 
in the territory northwest of the Ohio, and for 
confirming them in their possessions.”’ It further 
provides that all persons who enroll themselves 

| in the militia, and perform militia service, shall 
be entitled to a bounty of one hundred acres. 
Now, in order to get these tities settled and con- 
firmed, the Government has created this commis- 
| sion; and, for that purpose, the Commissioner 
| of the General Land Office has recommended the 
passage of this bill to get rid of the trouble of 
| having certified copies sent down to the courts of 
justice, and because such a measure is indispens- 
ably necessary to secure an adjustment of these 





With this explanation, I think the House is 
prepared to vote, and I call forthe previous ques- 
tion. 

The previous question was seconded, and the 
main question ordered to be put. 

The first question being upon the motion to re- 
consider the vote by which the bill was referred 
to the Committee on Public Lands, 

Mr. SCOTT called for tellers. 

Tellers were ordered; and Messrs. Evans, and 
Wasueurn of Maine, were appointed. 

Mr. LETCHER. I desire to make an inquiry 
of the Chair before that vote is taken. It is 
whether, under that section of the bill which re- 
lates to the salary of the commissioner, this bill 
does not make an appropriation? 

The SPEAKER. The ninth section of the 
bill will be read. 

The section was again read. 

Mr. MILLER. ‘There is no appropriation 
there. It simply sets out the amount. 

Mr. LETCHER I understand that it not 
only fixes the amount of the salary, but directs 
its payment, at stated periods, out of the Treas- 


ury. 

The SPEAKER. The Chair has expressed 
the opinion heretofore, and repeats it, that the 
language of this bill will not justify the payment 
of the salary. An appropriation is necessary on 
mF aie of Congress before the salary can be 

aid. 

e The tellers then took their places, and the ques- 
tion being put, the tellers reported—ayes 70, noes 


49. 

Mr. LETCHER ealled for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were not ordered. 

So the motion to reconsider was agreed to. 

The question was put on the reference of the 
bill to the Committee on Public Lands, and it was 
not agreed to. 

Mr. WASHBURNE, of Wisconsin. I now 
offer my amendment, and call for the previous 
question on the third reading of the bill. 

Mr. LETCHER. Is it in order to have that 
bill read? It has never been printed in the House, 
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1856. 


ee 
and [ suppose that there are not ten members 
1 we who have read it. 


nT he SPEAKER. Ifit has not been read it is 


he right of the gentleman from Virginia to call 
‘or 1ts reading. 


Mr. LETCHER. Then I ask that it be read. 
MESSAGE FROM THE PRESIDENT. 


A message in writing was received from the 
president of the United States, by Sipwey Wes- 
srer, his Private Secretary: also, a message an- 
nouncing that the President had this day approved 
and signed bills of the following titles. 

"A bill (H. R. No. 186) for the relief of Sohn 
Crawford; and 

A bill (H. R. No. 223) for the relief of W. M. 
F, Magraw, contractor for carrying the mail on 
route No. 8911, from Independence, Missouri, 
to Salt Lake, Utah Territory. 

MESSAGE FROM THE SENATE. 

A message was received from the Senate, by As- 
srry Dickins, its Secretary, informing the House 
that it had passed sundry bills of the House, and 

. Senate bill, in which he was direcwd to ask 
the concurrence of the House; also sending to 
the House the proceedings of the Senate in refer- 
ence to the assault committed upon Mr. Sumner. 


THE ASSAULT ON MR. SUMNER. 


Mr. CAMPBELL, of Ohio. I rise to a ques- 
tion of privilege. I move that the proceedings of 
the Senate just received, in reference to the assault 
ona Senator, be taken up and referred to the se- 


lectcommittee of the House appointed to inves- || 


tirate that matter. s 
fhe SPEAKER. The Chair will report to the 
House, as involving the privileges of the House, 
report from the Senate of the United States. 
The resolution was reported, as follows: 

“Jy THE SenaTe oF THE UNITED States, May 28, 1856. 
* Resolved, That the above report be accepted, and that a 
ypy thereot, and the affidavits accompanying the same, be 

transmitted to the House of Representatives. 

“ Attest: ASBURY DICKINS, Secretary.” 
Mr. COBB, of Georgia. 
to the motion made by the gentleman from Ohio. 


itis the proper direction to give the subject. Let | 


it be referred to the select committee. 


The question was put, and Mr. Campse.u’s | 


motion was agreed to. 
Mr. CAMPBELL moved to reconsider the 
vote just taken, and also moved to lay the motion 


| 
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The question was taken on Mr. Wasusurne’s | 
amendment, and it was agreed to. 
‘Lhe bill was ordered to a third reading; and it | 
was accordingly read the third time. _ 
Mr. ENGLISH. I call fr the previous ques- || 
tion on the passage of the bull. 1 
The previous question was seconded; and the || 








Mr JONES, of Teanessee. I demand the 
yeas and nays on the passage of the bill. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 58, nays 63; as follows: 

YEAS—Messrs. Barbour, Barksdale, Billinghurst, Bishop, 
Brenton, Broom, Buffinton, Burlingame, Lewis D. Camp- 
bell, Caruthers, Chaffee, Ezra (lark, Clawson, Comins, 
Covode, Cox, Cumback, Davidson, De Witt, Dick, Ed- 
wards, English, Evans, Greenwood, Harrison, Herbert, 
Holloway, Hughston, Knight, Lake, Lumpkin, Samuel 8. 
Marshall, Maxwell, Killian Miller, Smith Miller, Moore, | 
Pennington, Pettit, Roberts, Sandidge, Scott, Shorter, Sam- | 
uel A. Smith, William R. Smith, Swanahan, Taylor, Thor- 
ington, ‘T'rippe, Wade, Wakeman, Walbridge, Waldron, 
Cadwalader C. Washburne, Israel Washburn, Watson, 
Wells, Woodruff, and Woodworth—5s8. 

NAYS—Messrs. Albright, Barclay, Henry Bennett, Bing | 


ham, Branch, Cadwalader, Clingman, Williamson R. W. 


Cobb, Cragin, Crawford, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, Dick- 
son, Durfee, Edmundson, Elliott, Emrie, Flagler, Florence, 
Foster, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Giddings, Goode, Grow, 
Sampson W. Harris, Haven, Hickman, Valentine B. Hor 
ton, George W. Jones, Keitt, Kelsey, Knapp, Kunkel, | 
Letcher, Humphrey Marshall, McQueen, Millson, Morgan, 
Morrill, Murray, Nichols, Perry, Pike, Purviance, Puryear, 
Reade, Ricaud, Ritchie, Ruffin, Sage, Sapp, William Smith, 
Spinner, Thurston, Todd, Trafton, Underwood, Warner, 
Watkins, Williams, Winslow, and Daniel B. Wright—63. | 
So the bill was rejected. 
Pending the above call, 
Mr. BENNETT, of Mississippi, stated that he 
had paired off with Mr. Wasnsurne, of Illinois, | 
and that the time for which the pair was made | 


| had not yet expired. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, said: Mr. Speaker, 
I am requested by Mr. Tazort, to state that he 
has paired off with Mr. Murray, from to-day to | 
the 20th of June next. 

Mr. DEAN stated that~his colleague, Mr. | 


| Wetcn, had paired off with Mr. A. K. Mar- 


There is no objection || 


| SHALL, of Kentucky. 


to reconsider on the table; which latter motion | 


was agreed to. 
ADJOURNMENT OVER. 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. I move that 
when the House adjourns to-day, it adjourn to 
meet on Monday next. 

Mr. COBB, of Alabama. 
question ? 

The SPEAKER. 

Mr. COBB. 2 
I want to suggest to the gentleman, if he desire 
to succeed in his motion, that he amend his prop- 
osition so that when the House adjourns to-mor- 


row, it adjourn to meet on Tuesday, and that | 


to-morrow be set apart as objection day. The 
gentleman from Tennessee [Mr. Jones] will be 
here to object to any bills on the Private Calendar. 
By that means we may dispose of a large pat of 
the private bills on the Calendar. 

The SPEAKER. That proposition could only 
be received by unanimous consent. The motion 
of the gentleman from Tennessee is in order, and 
is not debatable. 

Mr. FLORENCE. Let it be understood, Mr. 
Speaker, that this is by general consent. There 
are gentlemen here who do not want to go to 
Cincinnati,‘but who want to go home; and they 
ought to have an opportunity to do so. 

The SPEAKER. Debate is not in order. 

Mr. TODD called for the yeas and nays. 

The yeas and nays were ordered. 

Mr. SMITH. I withdraw my motion. 


VINCENNES LAND OFFICE—AGAIN. 


The SPEAKER. The question being on the 
amendment of the gentleman from Wisconsin, 
the gentleman from Virginia calls for the reading 
of the bill. As the bill has not yet been read, it 
is the right of the gentleman to have it read. 

The bill was read. 

The previous question was then seconded; and 

© main question was ordered to be put. 


Is that a privileged | 


It is a privileged question. | 
In the midst of our proceedings | 











DISMISSAL OF MR. CRAMPTON, 

The SPEAKER laid before the House the fol- 
lowing communication from the President of the 
United States: 

To the Senate and House of Representatives : 

I have ceased to hold intercourse with the Envoy Extraor- 
dinary and Minister Plenipotentiary of her Majesty the 
Queen of the United Kingdom of Great Britain and Ireland 
near this Government. In making communication of this 
fact it has been deemed by me proper, also, to lay before 
Congress the considerations of indispensable public duty 
which have led to the adoption of a measure of so much 
importance. They appear in the documents herewith trans- 
mitted to both Houses. FRANKLIN PIERCE. 

WasuHineton, May 29, 1856. 

Mr. PENNINGTON. I move that the mes- 
sage and accompanying documents be referred to 

. ' . --* . 
the Committee on Foreign Affairs and printed. 

The motion was agreed to. 

Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. I move that when 
the House adjourns, it be to meet on Monday 
next. 

VINCENNES LAND OFFICE—AGAIN. 


Mr. LETCHER. In reference to the bill just 
rejected, I do not want the gentleman interested 
in it to suffer any wrong. I will move to recon- 
sider the vote by which the bill was rejected if 
it be agreeable to the gentleman to let it go to the 


| Committee of the Whole on the state of the 


Union, so that it may be examined; or let it go 


committee report on the subject. 

Mr. H. MARSHALL. would suggest to 
the gentleman from Virginia that I would rather 
the bill should go to the Committee of the Whole 
on the state of the Union, in order that we may 
escape being forced to vote on the matter under 
the operation of the previous question. If it be | 
sent to the Committee on Public Lands, when it | 
comes back we may be placed in the same con- | 
dition that we were to-day. 

Mr. MILLER, of Indiana. There is an exact 
copy of the bill now in the Committee of the | 
Whole on the state of the Union, which was re- | 
— from the Committee on Public Lands. 


——- desire we can go into committee and 
iscuss that bill. 


Mr. LETCHER. I do not imagine, after what 


It || 


as been there for three or four weeks, ‘and if || 


| main question was ordered to be put. 


GLOBE. 





has occurred, that the committee will attempt to 
force the bill through under the operation of the 
previous question. 

The question was taken; and the House recon- 


| sidered the vote by which the bill was rejected. 


Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. I presume that 
we ought now to reconsicer the vote by which 
the bill was ordered to be read a third time. I 


| make that motion. 


amen 


The question was put; and the motion was 
acreed to, 

Mr. LETCHER. I now move to commit the 
bill to the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I move that it be com- 
mitted to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. JONES. I understand that there is ex- 
actly such a bill now before that committee, 
which has been printed for some time. 


Mr. MARSHALL. I would suggest to the 
' gentleman from Tennessee, and also to the gen- 


| tleman from Indiana, that if we send this bill to 


the Committee of the Whole on the state of the 
Union, and afterwards find its counterpart there 
already, it will be an easy thing to get to its con- 
sideration; and [ will have no disposition to 
obstruct its consideration as soon as | can have 
an opportunity to examine the bill. 

Mr. SCOTT. I am perfectly willing that this 
bill should go anywhere the House desires, either 
to the Committee on Public Lands, or the Com- 
mitte of the Whole on the state of the Union. 
There are two bills, one already in the Committee 
of the Whole, and I think that this should go to 
the Committee on Public Lands. 

Mr. MILLER. I have no objection to the 
bill going to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union, only that it will be placed at 
the foot of the Calendar, where it will not be 
reached during the session. The gentleman from 
Kentucky must be apprized of the fact, that the 
committee have already reported a bill precisely 
like this, so far as the Vincennes land office is 


| concerned, which portion he objects to, and has 


been printed for some length of time. I hope, 
therefore, he will withdraw his motion, and allow 
tle motion to go to the Committee on Public 
Lands, and at any time I will act in concert with 
that gentleman to get the bill out of the Com- 
mittee ofthe Whole on the state of the Union. 
Mr. MARSHALL. Nothing is more usual 


| than here, when we are pressed with business, 
| to move to discharge the Committee of the Whole 


| of a given bill. 


on the state of the Union from the consideration 
And, again, it will be easy for 
the gentleman to reach this bill when in the Com- 
mittee of the Whole, notwithstanding its position 
upon the Calendar. I state, very trankly, that 
this bill, as I understand it, is very objectionable 
to me. 

This bill came from the Committee on Public 


| Lands, and we are met, under the pressure and 


| previous question. 


| to the Committee on Public Lands; and let that || 





desire to put a bill upon its passage, with the 
It has become a serious evil. 
We cannot discuss anything. Those proposi- 
tions which most deserve discussion are dis- 
cussed the least, ahd | am now making an eflort 
to change that practice. I am attempting to get 
rid of the effect of placing myself and other gen- 
tlemen here under the charge of a committee, 
who, having perfected a bill according to their 
awn idea, attemps to put it upon its passage with- 
out any understanding upon the part of the House 
of what is in tit bill at all.. 

Mr. MILLER. I will say, for the information 
of the gentleman, that if he desires to be heard 
upon the question I will withdraw my oppose- 


| tion, as far as the previous question is concerned, 


Iam not afraid of an investigation of this matter, 
as it is founded upon justice. There is nothing 
wrong, and, therefore, | do not try to escape any 
investigation desired by any gentleman upon this 
floor. 

Mr. JONES. The bill is now upon its third 
reading, and open to amendment. If the gentle- 
man from Kentucky will move to postpone its 


| further consideration until some day certain, he 


would be entitled to the floor when it came up, 


| and could then discuss it, and offer such amend- 


ment as he thought proper, before any one could 
call the previous question. 

Mr. MARSHALL. Iam placed by these re- 
marks somewhat in an improperattitude in regerd 
to this bill. I am not takingany particular pains 
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to oppose this bill, and have no disposition to 
prevent the gentleman from Indiana from having 
such a bill as the necessity of the locality requires. 

I will state, however, with the permission of 
the gentleman, the feature of the bill which struck 


my attention, and to which I particularly object. || 


It is that which allows a man to go before this 


commissioner, and, upon proof of occupancy of | 


twenty pees to demand a patent for the land. 
That wi 

many instances would prevent the soldiers who 
are entitled to these lands from coming into a 
court of justice, with a patent in their hands, and 
recovering the lands, and would operate to trans- 
fer them into the hands of men who got hold of 
them under a tax title. That is the point of my 
objection. 
wrest these lands from the proper title holders; 


and I give notice to the gentleman that when the | 
bill comes up I will oppose it, if itis in such a | 


shape. 


Mr. SCOTT. Such a state of things can never || r : 
arise under the bill, or under the law of Indiana, |) Pringle, Purviance, Puryear, Reade, Roberts, Sage, San- 


I will reply to the remarks of || 


Mr. MILLER, 


the gentleman in afew words, and set him right. 


kt will be remembered that in 1783, at the time | 


the Government took possession of the North- 
western Territory, there were inhabitants there 
who settled under the authority of the British and 
French Governments. When the Government 
took possession, Congress passed an act provid- 


ing that the heads of families should be entitled | 


to four hundred acres of land; also, another act 


giving to all those who enrolled themselves and || 


performed military duty, one hundred acres. In 


order to carry out the provisions of this act, Con- | 


gress passed a law, ordering a commissioner to 
be appointed—such a one as is asked for in this 
bill. The receiver and register of the land office 
at Vincennes performed the duties of that com- 
mission. They were authorized under the act to 
go on and locate the lands. They did so. The 


persons who got these lands sold them. They | 


were at that time valueless. 
and again. 


They were sold time 


sioner of the General Land Office, and under his 
de@ision, the patent cannot be got out of the Gov- 


ernment unless there can be shown a_complete | 


chain of title to the original donee. Ih ninety- 
nine cases out of one hundred, where the record 


is destroyed, you cannot get a chain of evidence | 


of title back to the original confirmee. 
The commission was only authorized to ex- 
amine into the case, and wherever it found an indi- 


vidual in possession of the land for twenty years- | 


which under the statutes of Indiana gives a title-— 
they report favorably and the patent issues. But 


in the same bill there isa provision to protect the | 


rights of the third person. He has his recourse 


in the courts of justice just as much as he has | 


now. I make these remarks in order that the 
House may perfectly understand the matter. 
Mr. SCOTT took the floor. 
Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. 


tion of order. 


of order. 

Mr. LETCHER. LIhope that debate will be 
stopped, and let us take the vote. 

Mr. SMITH. Then I will yield the floor for 
that purpese. 

Mr. SCOTT. I move to postfone the further 
consideration of the bill till hiee ay three weeks. 

Mr. GROW. I considered that the under- 
standing was that the bill was to be referred. 

The SPEAKER. That does not preclude the 
motion of the gentleman from Indiana. 

Mr. MARSHALL. I withdraw the motion to 
refer it to the Committee of the Whole on the 
state of the Union. 

Mr. SCOTT. I withdraw the motion to post- 
pone. 


The question was then taken on Mr. Lercugr’s | 


motion; and it was agreed to. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER. 


Mr. SMITH, of Tennessee. I now renew m 
motion that when the House adjourns to-day, it 
adjourn to meet on Monday next. 

_Mr. GROW. 1 make now the same proposi- 
tion which I made yesterday; and unless it be 
acceded to, I hope there will be no.adjournment, 


| operate asgross injustice, andin a great || Harris, Sampson W. Harris, Herbert, Hickman, Hughston, 


It gives the aid of the legal arm to | 


The record, it has been said, was | 
burned, and under the direction of the Commis- | 


| but that we will go on with the business. 
for the yeas and nays. 
The yeas and nays were ordered. ° 
The question was taken; and it was decided in 
the negative—yeas 65, nays 69; as follows: 
YEAS—Messrs. Aiken, Barclay, Barksdale, Bell, Bowie, 
Boyce, Branch, Brooks, Broom, Cadwalader, Lewis D. 
Campbell, Caruthers, Caskie, Clingman, Cox, Craige, 
Crawford, Cullen, Davidson, Dick, Elliott, English, Evans, 
Florence, Foster, Thomas J. D. Fuller, Goode, J. Morrison 


I call 


George W. Jones, Keitt, Lake, Letcher, Lindley, Lumpkin, 
Mace, Humphrey Marshall, McQueen, Smith Miller, Moore, 
Porter, Ricaud, Ritchie, Rivers, Ruffin, Scott, Shorter, Sam- 
wel A. Smith, Stephens, Taylor, Thurston, Trippe, Tyson, 
Underwood, Walker, Warner, Watkins, Williams, Wins- 
low, Wood, Woodruff, and Daniel B. Wright—65. 
NAYS—Messrs. Albrigit, Allison, Barbour, Henry Ben- 
nett, Benson, Billinghurst, Bliss, Bradshaw, Brenton, Buf- 
finton, Burlingame, James H. Campbell, Ezra Clark, Claw- 
son, Williamson R. W. Cobb, Colfax, Comins, Covode, 
Cragin, Cumback, Timothy Davis, Day, Dean, De Witt, 
Dickson, Dodd, Edie, Edwards, Emrie, Flagler, Galloway, 
Gilbert, Granger, Grow, Harrison, Haven, Kelsey, Knapp, 
Knight, Knowlton, Kunkel, Maxwell, Killian Miller, Mill- 
son, Morgan, Morrill, Murray, Nichols, Perry, Pettit, 


didge, Sapp, William Smith, Thorington, Todd, Trafton, 
Wade, Walbridge, Cadwalader C. Washburne, Israel 
| Washburn, Watson, Wells, and Woodworth—69. 


So the House refused to adjourn over. 
ENROLLED BILLS. 


Mr. DAVIDSON, from the Committee on 
Enrolled Bills, reported as truly enrolled the fol- 
lowing bills; when the Speaker signed the same, 
viz: 

An act making a granit of lands to the State of 
Louisiana, to aid in the construction of railroads 
in said State; 

An act granting public Jands to the State of 
| Wisconsin, to aid in the construction of railroads 
‘in said State; 

' An act making a grant of alternate sections of 
| the public lands to the State of Michigan, to aid 
in the construction of certain railroads in said 
State, and for other purposes; 
An act to incorporate St. Thomas’s Literary 
Society, in the District of Columbia; 
An act to transfer certain rights and duties 


city of Vincennes; 


| tion of the city of Washington; 

An act for the relief of John Nugent; and 

An act granting public lands in alternate sec- 
| tions to the State of Alabama, to aid in the con- 


|| struction of certain railroads in said State. 


Mr. BENNETT, of New York, obtained the 
floor. 
JAMES P. TODD AND OTHERS. 


Mr. LETCHER, lIask the gentleman from 
New York to yield me the floor to have a bill from 
the Court of Claims passed. It is for the relief 
of a blind man who is here in this House. 

Senate bill No. 187, making appropriations for 

| the payment of certain claims, was taken up, and 


: || read a first and second time. 
I rise to a ques- || 


I had the floor, and made a mo- || 
tion that the House adjourn over till Monday. I || 
did not yield the floor, and this discussion is out | 


Mr. LETCHER. The Court of Claims has 
passed favorably on the claims of James P. Todd, 
a person named Beaugrand, and an old man by 
the name of Shaw. These claims have been ex- 
} amined by the Committee of Claims, and they 
| report unanimously in favor of the bill. 

The bill was read a third time, and passed. 


ADJOURNMENT OVER-—KANSAS BILL. 


Mr. BARKSDALE. I move that when the 
House adjourns, it adjourn to meet on Monday 
next. 


| Mr. GROW. That there may be no mis- 


|| understanding in this House, I will repeat the 


| statement which I made the other day, and which 
| perhaps was not then fully understood. The 
| Committee on Territories are ready—and have 
been for the last four or frve weeks—to present a 
majority and minority report in reference to Kan- 
sas. lask the House to allow these reports to 
be made now, and ordered to be printed, that the 
matter may come up on the 25th of June, in the 
| week appropriated to territorial business. We 
can then adjourn over next week. That is all 
It is only asking of the House to do 
now just what we can do at the time we reach 
the territorial business. I propose to have the 
subject set down for the 25th of June, simply as 
a matter of form, and that the majority and mi- 
nority reports be printed, so that the whole thing 





conferred on the trustees of the town of Vin- | 
'| cennes, Indiana, to the Common Council of the 








_and then the House can dispose of them, 
render no advantages, and I ask none of the 
House. 


THE CON@RESSIONAL GLOBE. 


may stand ready for action at the time when we 
can bring it up. . 
Mr. BOYCE. I see no objection to that 
Mr. GROW. Then the House can adic 
over next week. me 
Mr. JONES, of Tennessee. Does the rentle 
man prepem that the matter then go to the Com. 
mittee of the Whole on the state of the Union? 
Mr. GROW. *I propose to postpone the whole 
thing to that day when we contd make thes: 
reports, and when they will come up for a 
in the House. It is simpl 
That is all we ask now. e make no proposi- 
tion about reference. I propose to leave them 
on that day in just the same position that they 
would be in if they were reported on that 


action 
a matter of form. 


day, 


I 8ur- 


The SPEAKER. The gentleman from Popp. 
a proposes to make a report from the 
ommittee on Territories, on the condition that 


| no action shall be had at the present time, byt 


that, with the consent of the House, it shall be set 


| down for consideration the 25th of June. 


Mr. LANE. Our whole interest depends upon 


| the action of the chairman of the Committee oy 
| Territories; and I know that his disposition 





toward the Territories is good; but I am sure 


| that he must be sensible that, if this report on the 


Kansas question be taken up on the 25th of June, 


| it will leave for the discussion of all the territoria] 


business only two days. 
Mr. GROW. It will not, I judge, interfere 


| with the regular business of the Territories, 


|That commences on the 23d June; and if the 
| business be not disposed of on the 25th, we cay 


postpone this matter to another day. 
Mr. LANE. If that course be taken, I haye 


| no objection. 


Mr. SMITH, of Virginia. Do I understand 


| that the bill will have a right to be considered by 


this House at the time proposed by the gentle- 


| man from Pennsylvania ? 


Mr. GROW. It will be just in the same con- 
dition then as if it were reported on that day 
from the committee, as we could report it. That 


|| is all we ask. 
An act for the benefit of the Hebrew congrega- | 


Mr. SMITH. I understand that this propo- 
sition will amount in fact to a special order for 


that day. 





Mr. GROW. No, sir. It will be no special 


|| order. 


Mr. SMITH. If so, we know that under the 


| previous question we would have no chance to 
; deal with the 


uestion. 
Mr. GROW. I simply ask the leave of the 


| House to make a report, and have it set down 
| for the 25th of June. 


I ask no advantage. 

Mr. LETCHER. I should like to inquire of 
the gentleman from Pennsylvania, whether he 
proposes to move the previous question, and cut 
off debate? 

Mr. GROW. I will say to the gentleman that 
Iam not able to state at this time what policy 
may be pursued then. I am not clear about 


| itin my own mind. All [ propose is, that the 


bill occupy the same position on that day, as if 
it were then reported; and I. understand that if 
it were reported on that day, I could call for the 
previous question if I chose. At present, | am 
not disposed to put the bill in a position different 
from that which it would occupy if reported on 
that day. 

Mr. LETCHER. I understand all that; but 
it seems to me that an understanding on this 
measure could very readily be come to between 
the two sides of the House. If the gentleman 
designs to report it now, and place it under the 
operation of the previous question, let him say 
so. It will do no harm to let us know. 

Mr. GROW. AllI ask is that the bill shall 
take the same position as it would if reported on 
the day named. Gentlemen, I think, can find no 
fault with that. Whether or not the previous 
question is to be called I am not able to say. 

Mr. LETCHER. What then is the advantage 
of reporting this bill at this time ? 

A Memsper. To have the Lill and “reports 
printed. : 

Mr. LETCHER. Were any of these railroad 
bills printed ? 

Mr.GROW. The bill is to admit Kansas 
into the Union asa State. There isa majority 





